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WE arve elsewhere in our columns to-day a full 
' report of the meeting at the Law Institution, on 
_ Thursday last. It will be seen that the result of the 








| discussion was the election as members of the Council of 


_ the three gentlemen whose names were on the House- 
list. Some gentlemen who addressed the meeting ap- 
_ peared to entertain a stong objection to the systematic 
- nomination of candidates by the Council, and to 
g the House-list as an infringement of the rights 
' of the general body of members. But surely the 
Council are certainly justified in this proceeding asa 

matter not only of convenience but almost of necessity. 
_ At all events, they have abundant precedent and au- 
_ thority for it, inasmuch as every West End club, and 
almost every scientific or literary body of importance 
| pursues the same course. 


' On Monpay last, Mr. Peachey, jun., of the firm of 
' Messrs. Oliverson, Lavie, & Peachey, solicitors, applied 
' to the magistrates of the borough of Southampton, on 
behalf of Captain Nelson, the commander of The 
_ Harvey Birch, the vessel pe sage A destroyed in the 
Channel by The Nashville, the Confederate steamer, 
'for a search warrant, with the view of recoverin 
from The Nashville, his chronometer, barometer, an 
ships pa which were taken on board that vessel, 


at the time of the capture of The Harvey Birch. 
After hearing 


was a 
to take anythin 


Mr. Peachey, the chairman said it 
fact, that an opponent had a right 
he chose under such circumstances 
as existed in this case; and the bench being una- 
-nimously of opinion that the application could not 
be granted, Captain Nelson was referred to the Secre- 
tary of State. It was mentioned in the course of 
the proceedings that a similar application had been 
-made to the Lord Mayor, at the Mansion House, but 
that he had thought it his duty to pass the matter over 
_to the authorities at Southampton, within whose juris- 
‘diction Zhe Nashville was. It was also stated that his 
lordship had informed Captain Nelson that, had The 
/ ashville been lying in the port of London, he would 
have granted the application. At the Mansion-house 
on Tuesday morning, however, the Lord Mayor, on 
taking his seat, said he wished to correct this state- 
‘ment. His lordship said that an application was made 
to him in his private room by Mr. Peachey who wished 
o have a search warrant with reference to property 
which he alleged to be on board The Nashville, but 
he told that gentleman he had no jurisdiction ; how- 
ver, knowing personally Mr. Coles, of Southampton, 
istrate, and feeling sympathy for the party who 
ad lost his property, he wrote a letter of introduction 
or him to the magistrate. He expressed no opinion in 
he matter, and certainly should not have granted a 
h warrant even if the vessel had been in the London 
Docks, as that was out of the jurisdiction of the City 
magistrates. 
t is stated that a communication was on Wednesday 
teceived from Earl Russell by Messrs. Oliverson, Lavie, 
Peachey, in reply to a letter they had addressed to his 
lordship on Monday, as the solicitors of Captain Nelson, 
of The Harvey Birch. In that letter, it is said, they 
falled his lordship's attention to the circumstance that, 
ithout his sanction, asthe Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
the magistrates at Southampton had refused to accede 
0 an application made by Mr. Peachey, acting for Cap- 
in Nelson, to issue a warrant or summons to Captain 
Pegram, commanding The Nashville, calling upon him, 
by production of the authority under which he acts, to 
; how cause why he should not deliver up to Captain 
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Nelson certain property belonging to his owners, which 
was alleged to have been detained on board The Nash- 
ville. his being the state of circumstances, Mr. 
Layard, the Under Secretary, writing by the authority 
of Lord Russell, stated that he had no power to give 
authority to the magistrates either to issue any sum- 
mons or warrant, or, in fact, todo or to abstain from 
doing anything in relation to the matter in question, 
and that his lordship must, therefore, decline to inter- 
fere. 


Baron Bramweti has attempted to introduce into 
judicial procedure more than one startling novelty ; 
and that which he has his mind now set upon is not 
very likely to meet with much approbation from an 
English public. His Lordship, two or three years ago, 
was at some pains to do away with the notion of its 
being desirable to maintain the old custom of requiring 
a witness to remove his glove while being sworn. The 
general feeling of the community, however, was favour- 
able to the continuance of the usage, because it appeared 
to be befitting the solemnity in question. For some 
time past Baron Bramwell has been applying his reform- 
ing mind to another solemnity—one of a still more 
po a character. It has been the practice of judges—to 
our minds a very wholesome and praiseworthy one— 
when called upon to pass sentence of death upon some 
wretched criminal convicted of a capital nce, “ to 
improve the occasion” by delivering an address intended 
at once as a justification of the law, a warning to the 
wicked, and an adjuration to the prisoner to confession 
and repentance of his crime. ese addresses have 
generally been calculated to accomplish this threefold 
end. At all events our a public has been accus- 
tomed to hear and read them with approval if not 
emotion. It has been in the habit of considering that 
the practice indicates not only a decent regard for the 
value of human life, but also some generous sympathy 
with suffering humanity, even in its least attractive 
form. Baron Bramwell, however apap to think 
otherwise, and this is the way in which he is reported to 
have passed sentence, on Wednesday last at the Old 
Bailey, on Richard Reeve, a youth of eighteen years of 
age, who was found guilty of the murder of his little 
sister. We give the report from one of the morning 
journals :— 

Baron Bramwell then put on the black cap, and, addressing 
the prisoner, said: Richard Reeve, you have been convicted by 
the jury of the crime of wilful murder, and it appears to me 
that they could not have done otherwise than find you guilty 
of that offence. My duty is to pass upon you the sentence of 
the law for that offence, and that is my only duty. (His lord- 
ship then passed the sentence of death in the usual form.) 


It may, perhaps, be doubted whether the “only duty ” 
of the je ge on that occasion was to pass sentence 
upon the wretched youth before him. We are not 
aware whether it is laid down by any recognised autho- 
rity, what is the duty of aj under such circum- 
stances as these; but, if there any force in judicial 
precedents, as enforcing or illustrating the duty of 
judges, Baron Bramwell would find some difficulty in 

ving that he properly estimated the full extent of 
his duty upon such occasions as that to which we refer. 


Tus Law Amendment Society will hold its next 
meeting on Monday evening, ber 2nd, when 
Vice-Chancellor Sir WP e Wood will take the chair. 
The report of the committee on charitable trusts, 
recently printed and circulated among the members, 
will form the subject of the evening's debate. 


Tue following gentlemen were, on the 18th inst., 
called to the degree of barristers-at-law by the Hon. 
Society of the Inner Temple, viz.:—Henry Pendock, 
Esq.; St. George Tucker, Esq.; William Gerard 
Lysley, Esq.; John Pope Henessy, Esq., M.P.; Richard 
Roupell, Esq.; Henry Charles Ross Johnson, Esq.; 
William Bayly Heath, Esq.; Robert Draper Johnson, 








62 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& REPORTER. Nov. 30, 1861, 








.; William Joseph Rudge, Esq.; William Carew 
Hazlitt, Esq.; Herbert George Denman Croft, Esq. ; 
and Stanley Leighton, Esq. 


THE ANNUAL inspection of the Inns of Court vol- 
unteer corps will take place this afternoon. The several 
battalions will muster in King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 
et half-past 11 a.m., and then march, accompanied by 
their band, by way of Blackfriars-bridge and Stamford- 
street, to the Waterloo station, where a special train 
will be waiting to convey them to Richmond. Having 
arrived at Richmond the corps will proceed to Sud- 
brook-park, where they will be reviewed at 2 p.m. 
by Colonel M’Murdo, and a variety of evolutions 
will be gone through. The corps will then return 
to London and proceed to the Lincoln’s-inn Hall, 
where a grand repast will be served (at 6 p.m.) ; 
the chair will be taken by Colonel M’Murdo. The 
hall on this occasion will be tastefully laid out, as 
it is expected that the Lord Chancellor and the Judges 
of the Equity Courts, and several members of the 
nobility will be present. Volunteers, whether be- 
longing to the Inns of Court, or other services, will be 
required to appear in uniform. 


No apporntMEnt has yet been made to the Common 
Law Judgeship rendered vacant by the retirement of 
Mr. Justice Hill. It is generally expected, however, 
that Sir William Atherton will be the new judge. 


Mr. William Ritchie, Advocate-General, and leader 
of the Caleutta Bar, has been appointed legal member 
of the Supreme Council. The appointment is an ex- 
cellent one, Mr. Ritchie having had seventeen years 
leading practice at the Indian Bar, and being, moreover, 
a gentleman of considerable attainments. 


Mr. Georce Howuines, of Carlton Chambers, 12, 
. Regent-street, has been appointed a London Commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in the High Court of 
Chancery. 


Mr. W. Camrpsett Sieicu has withdrawn from the 
contest for the representation of Finsbury. 


-_- > 


THE CASE OF THE TRENT. 


The question of international law which is involved 
‘in the proceedings of Captain Wilks, of the American 
ship San Jacinto, is one which peculiarly falls within 
the atten of a legal journal. The facts of the case 
are by this time so well known throughout this country, 
that it is unnecessary for us to relate them in detail. 
The recital of them which has appeared in the morning 
‘ journals, has already excited the deepest indignation 
and resentment throughout the United Kingdom ; and, 
strange to say, for once almost the entire English press 
is in favour of a calm and peaceful consideration of the 
subject, at a time when lovers of popularity would be 
tempted to take advantage of the passionate excitement 
which now prevails. e desire to confine ourselves 
entirely to a consideration of the legal question which 
has been thus raised. 
. The Times of Thursday has an article devoted to the 
_ subject, which, to our minds, is calculated to mislead, 
and is certainly very inconclusive, Of course the writer 
cites from the well-known judgment of Lord Stowell in 
the case of Zhe Maria, 1 Rob. 340, which has become 
incorporated into our text-books, and has no doubt 
always been’ considered a high authority. But con- 
spicuous as was the ability of Lord Stowell as an Admi- 
ralty judge, it must not be forgotton that, in reference 
to all such questions as that before us, his judgments 
are not as valuable as they would have been if they 
were the result of his own unbiassed reasoning, 
from the principles and precedents of international 
law. Lord Stowell at all events at one time 
considered that the “instructions” of the Sovereign 
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were binding on his judicial conscience; and that 
it was, therefore, obligatory upon him to give effect 
to them in his decisions. Sir James Mackintosh, on 
the contrary, when — as Judge of the Vice-Ad- 
miralty Court, declared that he felt himself at liberty 
to disregard the King’s instructions if he saw in them 
any attempt to extend the law of nations injuriously to 
neutrals. The judgment of Lord Stowell, therefore, in 
the case of Zhe Maria, is to be read in the light which 
he himself has afforded us for our guidance. It con- 
tains the most vehement assertion of the right of search 
to be found among the authorities whether English or 
foreign. But Lord Stowell’s decision, and the whole of 
his judgment in that case, are addressed to a question 
essentially different from that which is now raised be- 
tween England and the Federal States of America. The 
special question in that case was whether a Swedish 
merchantman, sailing under the convoy of a Swedish 
ship of war, was thereby saved from what otherwise it 
would admittedly have been exposed to, namely, the 
risk of visitation and search of a British cruiser? 
Lord Stowell, however, in delivering judgment in that 
case, took occasion to discuss the entire question in- 
volved in the assertion of this right as against 
neutrals; and he grounds the right entirely upon 
the necessity for inquiry by the cruiser of a 
belligerent power, before it proceeds to act upon appear- 
ances which may be deceptive. Assuming that a 
belligerent has the right to capture a ship which has 
run a blockade, or which carries goods of the enemy, 
or contraband of war, the dictum of Lord Sto 
quoted by the Times, goes no further than to say that 
any suspicion may be tested by actual visitation and 
search of the suspected ship; “ use,” said his lord- 
ship, “if you are not at liberty to ascertain by sufficient 
inquiry, whether there is property that can legally be 
captured, it is impossible to capture. Even those who 
contend for the inadmissible rule that free ships make 
free goods, must admit the exercise of this right, at least 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether the ships are 
free or not.” But the question which has been raised 
by the federal Government is of a very different cha- 
racter ; nor can the seizure and removal from an Eng- 
lish steamer of four of her passengers, be decided u 
any analogy relating to the seizure of goods or ships. 
The right to search for the subjects of a sovereign, or 
citizens of a state, has always had attributed to it a very 
different ground ; and, in fact, a question similar to that 
which is now brought into prominence by the recent 
occurrence, was one of the causes of the war of 1812, 
and, after much discussion between English and Ameri- 
can statesmen, has never yet been settled. Indeed, 
curiously enough, the two years have hitherto main- 
tained sides which they will probably now be disposed 
to change. The United States have admitted the right 
of a war vessel of a belligerent state to search their 
merchant vessels, not only for enemies’ property and 
contraband of war, but even for persons in the military 
or naval service of the enemy; but they have always 
denied to a belligerent the mghts of searching for its 
subjects :a an American merchant ship. On the other 
hand, England has insisted upon her right to search for 
her own subjects amongst the seamen of any ip Ae 
the high seas. There can be no doubt that what Cap- 
tain Wilks has done is opposed to the rule which has 
been long insisted upon by the Government of the 
United States, and is not sanctioned by the modern 
e of civilized states. If there were any doubt as to 
the alleged right thus enforced, the manner of its en- 
forcement would be sufficient to remove it. Visitation 
and search of a neutral vessel ought not to be accom- 
panied by unnecessary violence or risk, either to life or 
property. But in the case of The Trent not only was 
the search conducted in an insulting manner, but, as the 
first intimation of her nationality, the American ship 
fired a round shot across the bows of Z’he Trent, and on & 
still nearer approach she fireda shell which withina 
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few — of the English vessel, and burst about # hundred 
yards distant from her. There is no question that, ac- 
cording to the rules of international law, the captain of the 
San Jacinto or his Government would have been liable 
to make good any damage which might have been done 
to life or property by this outrageous progeedns- He 
had unquestionably a right to search The Trent for con- 
traband of war; but under no colour of international 
law had he a right to seize and remove Messrs. Mason 
and Slidell, or to fire shot and shell where there was no 
occasion for either. The most that can be said of the 
Government of the Federal States, is that England has 
always asserted, in reference to seamen, a right analo- 

us to that which Captain Wilks professed to enforce. 
But the Government of the United States has never 
ceased to deny any such right; and, at all events, as it 
is one which has not met with the general consent of 
nations, it has never been a doctrine of international 
law, and it is evident that any State which attempts to 
enforce it, must intend thereby an appeal, not to the 
decision of jurists, but to the arbitrament of the ultima 
ratio—war. 


ee 


ALTERATIONS IN COMMON LAW PLEADING 
UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861, 


(Continued from page 25). 
PLEA OF THE BANKRUPTCY OF THE PLAINTIFF. 


The plea of the bankruptcy of the plaintiff remains a 
special plea in nearly the same form as under the old law. 
It is no longer necessary to aver that the plaintiff was a 
trader in order to bring him within the jurisdiction of the 
statutes relating to bankruptcy, because now all persons are 
subject to those statutes, and the distinction between traders 
and non-traders appears only in the nature of the act of 
bankruptcy, and in some slight variations in the process to 
obtain adjudication. The petition and adjudication must be 
pleaded, with a general averment of the performance of all 
proceedings precedent, and the devesting of the cause of 
action out of the plaintiff into the official assignee. The 
plea may be as follows :— 

In the —— 
The —— day of -—, a.p. ——. 

B. The defendant, by —— ——, his attorney, says that after the 

ats. accruing of the plaintiff's claim, and after the passing of “ The 

Bankruptcy Act, 1861,” the plaintiff committed an act of 
bankruptcy and became a bankrupt within the meaning of the statutes 
then in torce concerning bankrupts ; and thereupon a petition for adjudi- 
cation of bankruptcy was duly filed against him in the court of bankruptcy 
for the ——- district, according to the said statutes ; and such proceedings 
were thereupon had in the matter of the said petition, that afterwards 
and before this suit the plaintiff was by the said Court duly adjudged 
bankrupt ; and one of the official assignees of the said court was then duly 
appointed by the said Court to be and became an assignee of the estate 
and effects of the plaintiff under his said bankruptcy; and all things 
necessary in that behalf having happened and been done, the said debts 
and causes of action thereupon, and before this suit, became and were 
vested in the said assignee. 


_ This plea is.applicable where the plaintiff has been adjudi- 
cated bankrupt on petition; but does not apply where the 
plaintiff has been adjudicated bankrupt upon a judgment 
debtor summons without petition, under sect. 83, in which 
case the proceedings must be pleaded specially according to 
the facts, and the plea may be in the following form: — 

In the —— 

The —— day of —~, a.p. ——. 

B. The defendant, by —-- ——, his attorney, says that after the 
ats. accruing of the plaintiff's claim, and after the passing of “ The 
As Bankruptcy Act, 1861,” one G. H., being a judgment creditor 
of the plaintiff, and entitled to sue out against him a writ of capias ad satis- 
JSaciendum, and to charge him in execution, in respect of a debt amount- 
ing to fifty pounds, exclusive of costs, duly and according to the provisions 
of the said Act, sued out of the Court of Bankruptcy for the district of ——, 
being the district in which the plaintiff then lived, a judgment debtor 
summons against the plaintiff, requiring the plaintiff to appear in the said 
court, and be examined respecting his ability to satisfy the said debt, 


which said summons was afterwards duly served personally on the plain- 
tiff; and after the said service of the said suthmons the plaintiff did not 
pay the said debt, or secure or compound for the same to the satisfaction 
of the said G. H.; and thereupon, all proceedings having been had, and 
all things having happened and been done, and all times having elapsed 
necessary in that behalf according to the provisions of the said Act, the 
said Court duly adjudged the plaintiff bankrupt; and one of the official 
assignees of the said court was then duly appointed by the said Court to be 
and became an assignee of the estate and effects of the plaintiff under his 
said bankruptcy ; and all things necessary in that behalf having happened 
and been done, the said debts and causes of action thereupon and before 
this suit became and were vested in the said assignee. 


PLEA OF THE BANKRUPTCY OF THE PLAINTIFF APTER 
Action, 

Where the bankruptcy of the plaintiff occurs subsequently 
to the commencement of the action, it can only be pleaded 
as a defence subject to the provisions of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852, s. 142, giving the assignees the choice 
of continuing the action commenced by the plaintiff. By 
that section it is enacted that “the bankruptcy or insolvency 
of the plaintiff in any action which the assignees might 
maintain for the benefit of the creditors, shall not be pleaded 
in bar to such action, unless the assignees shall decline to con- 
tinue, and give security for the costs thereof, upon a judge’s 
order to be obtained for that purpose, within such reasonable 
time as the judge may order, but the proceedings may bestayed 
until such election is made; and in case the assignees neg- 
lect or refuse to continue the action, and give such security 
within the time limited by the order, the defenddat may, 
within eight days after such neglect or refusal, plead the 
bankruptcy.” This section contemplates the bankruptey or 
insolvency of the plaintiff after action brought and does not 
apply to the previous defence of the bankruptcy of the plain- 
tiff before the commencement of the action; Stanton v. 
Collier, 3 E. & B. 274. 

The plea of the bankruptcy of the plaintiff after action 
will be the same in terms with that above given for the 
bankruptcy of the plaintiff before action, with the exception 
of the additional averment that the adjudication and the 
appointment of the assignee in whom the cause of action 
vests happened “ after the commencement of this suit.” This 
averment is absolutely necessary; because, without it the 
facts stated in the plea would be taken to refer to events 
before the commencement of the suit, although not expressly 
so stated. The old practice in pleading new matter arising 
after action brought, required the plea to be pleaded with a 
formal commencement stating it to be pleaded in bar to the 
further maintenance of the action, and with a prayer of 
judgment against the further maintenance. This is no 
longer necessary, but it is provided by the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1852, s. 68:—that any defence 
arising after the commencement of the action, shall be 
pleaded according to the fact, without any formal com- 
mencement and cJnclusion; and any plea which does not 
state whether the defence therein set up arose before or 
after action, shall be deemed to be a plea of matter arising 
before action. 

If the bankruptcy has occurred after the defendant has 
already pleaded in the action, it must be pleaded puis 
darrein continuance, that is to say, with an allegation that it 
happened “after the last pleading in this action.” In other 
respects the plea will be exactly the same as that given above. 
Such a plea must be accompanied by an affidavit that the 
matter thereof arose within eight days next before pleading 
it, unless the court or a judge shall otherwise order. See 
Common Law Precedure Act, 1852, 5.69. Unless leave‘is 
obtained to plead it with the other pleas, it is a waiver of all 
pleas previously pleaded. 


(To be continued). 
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The Courts. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(3itting in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn, Mr. 
Justice WigHTMAN, and Mr. Justice BLACKBURN.) 


Nov. 22.— The Queen v. Havens.—In this case the Court 
had granted a rule, calling upon William Rawdon Havens, a 
member of the Chancery Bar, and also an acting magistrate 
for the county of Essex, to show cause why a criminal infor- 
mation should not be filed against him for stating publicly, 
while presiding at a meeting of justices in petty sessions at Col- 
chester, that there had been for several years a corrupt admin- 
istration of justice in that court. 

Cause was now shewn against the rule. It appeared that 
in the year 1857, Mr. Havens was put in the commission of 
the peace, and since that time he had taken an active part in 
the discharge of the duties of his office as a magistrate. In the 
year 1860 circumstances occurred which led to a dispute 
between Mr. Havens and some of the magistrates who were 
present at petty sessions. Mr. Havens desired a question to 
be put toa witness, which the magistrates overruled, and Mr. 
Havens desired that the opinion of the Attorney-General should 
be taken on the question whether he, as a magistrate, had not 
a right to put such a question to a witness. Mr, Leveson 
Gower, a magistrate, made some observations at which Mr. 
Havens tuok offence, and some angry words ensued, but after- 
wards some of the magistrates interfered, and the difference 
was arranged. In the meantime the magistrates sent a memo- 
rial to the Lord Chancellor, praying that Mr. Havens might be 
removed from his office of magistrate, but the Lord Chancellor 
declined to interfere, and the matter dropped. It seemed 
the magistrates were in the habit of relying upon the advice of 
their clerk, Mr. Howard, as to whether there was evidence on 
which they might convict, and on several occasions Mr. Havens 
differed from the opinion given by the clerk, and blamed him 
for theadvice which he had given. Mr. Havens also felt aggrieved 
that the clerk should have sent the memorial to the Lord Chan- 
cellor without sending him a copy. The result was that on the 
23rd of February, Mr. Havens gave notice of his intention tomove 
the discharge of the clerk for his conduct in the advice which he 
had given to the magistrates and with respect to the memorial. 
On that occasion Mr. Havens made some observations, which 
were brought forward as the foundation for the present appli- 
cation, the substance of which was expressed in one passage, 
—viz., that there had been a corrupt administration of justice 
in that court for several years, and specified three instances of 
misconduct on the part of the clerk. It was admitted that Mr. 
Havens’ expressions had not been as guarded as they might 
have been, but it was contended that the fair construction of 
his language was that he intended to charge the clerk only 
with corruption. ‘The defendant now in his affidavit, and also 
in a statement which he had since signed, and which was 
read to the Court, denied that he had ever intended to charge 
the magistrates with corruption, and admitted that such an 
imputation would have been totally devoidgof foundation. 

rd Chief Justice CocksurN said it might now be taken 
that Mr. Havens had set himself right with respect to the 
magistrates; but his Lordship wished to know whether he 
still persisted in his charge of corruption against the clerk. 

The defendant's 1 said he had no authority to with- 
draw any thing which Mr. Havens had said with respect to the 
clerk; but, if his Lordship would permit him, he would com- 
municate with his client, who wasnow in court. Having done 
so, the learned counsel said, Mr. Havens had felt aggrieved by 
the conduct of the clerk, but an inquiry had been instituted into 
his conduct by the bench of magistrates, who had decided to 
retain him in his situation; and he, Mr. Havens, was now 
ready to admit, as the result of the inquiry, that there had 
been no corrupt conduct on the part of the clerk, and Mr. Ha- 
vens was satisfied that he had been mistaken, and he was 
ready to‘express his regret, and to apologize to Mr. Howard 
for supposing that there had been any corruption on his part. 

The counsel who appeared for seven magistrates of the 
county said those gentlemen were ready to leave themselves 
entirely in the hands of the Court. At the same time, he 
could not but call the attention of the Court to the fact that 
this explanation and apology were made ouly at the last mo- 
ment, when, if the retractation had not been made, the prose- 
cutors would have been entitled to have the rule for a criminal 
information made absolute. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBurn said it could not be doubted 
that Mr. Havens had used most rash and ill-advised language; 








but he had now availed himself of the opportunity of disclaim- 
ing all imputation of corruption, so far as the magi were 
concerned, and so he had set himself right as to them. As to 
the clerk, upon whom the charge of corruption had still rested, 
the Court were ready to give him the same protection as they 
would have given to the magistrates, for the charge was made 
against the whole Court, and included the clerk; but, as that 
charge also was now disavowed, his lordship thought justice 
would be satisfied if the rule was discharged, but with the 
consequences usual in such cases when magistrates were called 
upon to come to this court to vindicate their characters from 
the imputations cast upon them. The rule would, therefore, 
be discharged, on the payment of the costs by the defendant. 


The Queen v. Blundell.—In this case the defendant, Mr. Blun- 
dell, who was an attorney, had been charged with publishing a 
series of libels upon Mr. James Bell, another attorney, who was 
also clerk to the magistrates at Kingston-upon-Thames. At the 
trial, which took place before Mr. Justice Hill at Guildhall, at 
the sittiugs after last Trinity Term, the jury found the defen- 
dant guilty upon several counts. The Court also had given 
judgment, upon demurrer, against the defendant upon some 
of the counts, which imputed to him that he had written cer- 
tain letters to the prosecutor with the intention to extort money 
from him, but the jury at the trial, in answer to a question 
from the learned judge, negatived the intent alleged in those 
counts. The defendant was this day brought up to receive 
the sentence of the Court, and put in an affidavit, in mitiga- 
tion of punishment, which was read by Master Malcolm, of the 
Crown-office. The prosecutor also put in an affidavit in aggra- 
vation, which was also read. 

Counsel for the defendant having addresed the Court in miti- 
gation, and counsel for the Crown having addressed the Court 
in aggravation of punishment. 

Mr. Justice WiGHTMAN, as the senior puisne judge, upon 
whom it devolves to pass sentence in such cases, then addressed 
the defendant, and said he kad been found guilty upon an in- 
dictment which charged him, in some of the counts, with pub- 
lishing a libel on the prosecutor, with the intent to extort 
money; but, as the jury had absolved him of -that charge, the 
Court would not, in passing sentence, have regard to those 
counts. But there were other counts upon which he had been 
found guilty by the jury, which charged him with publishing 
libels on the prosecutor, in which, in the strongest terms, he 
not only described him as unfit to be a member of the profes- 
sion to which he belonged, but even to be admitted into ordinary 
society. In answer to the charge the defendant had brought 
before the Court the fact that, so far back as the year 1850 an 
action for libel had been brought against him by a person 
named Brown, in which the plaintiff obtained a verdict, with 
£50 damages. With that proceeding the defendant seemed 
satisfied, and took no steps to set aside the verdict, though he 
now stated that in a conversation which he then had with the 
prosecutor, Bell, who was the attorney for the plaintiff, be 
learned that Bell and the Under-Sheriff of Gloucestershire had 
been guilty of acts of collusion, which if brought before the 
Court, would have exposed them both to the strongest animad- 
version. It appeared, however, that in asubsequent publication 
which the defendant had made, and in which he professed to 
set out what passed in that conversation, he made no mention 
of those acts of collusion, from which the Court drew the 
inference that at that time he did not entertain the opinion of 
the conduct of the prosecutor which he now professed. Another 
ground of mitigation put forward was that, in 1852, or 1853, 
another action for libel was brought against him at the suit 
of Brown, the same plaintiff, who again obtained a verdict 
with a serious amount of damages, but without suggesting that 
there was anything to be complained of in that verdict, the 
defendant had put forward as an excuse for his feeling against 
the prosecutor, who was also attorney for the plaintiff in that 
action, that he (the prosecutor) had enticed him to his chambers 
to make some arrangement for the payment of the costs, and 
then caused him to be arrested by a bailiff. In that case the 
prosecutor, Mr. Bell, did not appear highly creditable in the 
mode in which he had made execution, and if in consequence of 
that treatment, the defendant had made use of some strong 
expressions there would have been great excuse. But that 
happened in the year 1853, and it appeared that, being about 
to take the benefit of the Insolvent Act, the defendant paid 
Mr. Brown the sum of £300, and was excused the rest of the 
costs, and in the result shook hands with the plaintiff, Mr. 
Brown, and also with Mr. Bell, the prosecutor of this indict- 
ment. It might, therefore, have been supposed that poe 
between the parties had from that time ceased. It d, 
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however, that the defendant had unceasingly persecuted the 
tor with a series of libels, which showed that he had 
been influenced by the most malicious and vindictive feelin 
In the year 1859 he wrote a letter to the prosecutor, and to t 
magistrates at Kingston, of a most libellous character, and 
followed that up by other letters, which showed that he was 
influenced by motives cf the most vindictive character. It 
that if the defendant had only been willing to apolo- 
gize the prosecutor would have dropped the proceeding; but, 
instead of that, on Christmas-day, 1860, the defendant wrote 
him a letter, in which he said that no offer of compromise 
would be listened to, but that every roguish and dirty trick of 
his (the prosecutor's) should be exposed and reprobated 
wherever the English language was read or spoken. _ That 
letter was written more than six years after the circumstances 
occurred of which the defendant had spoken us the cause of 
his attacks on the prosecutor, and showed that the defendant 
was actuated by the most malicious and vindictive motives. 
The sentence of the Court would therefore be that he be im- 
prisoned for eight calendar months, and at the end of his im- 
prisonment enter into his recognizances in £300, with two 
stireties in £100 each, to be of good behaviour for two years. 
The defendant was then removed in the custody of the offi- 
cer of the Court. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius at Westminster, before Mr. Baron Mar- 
TIN and a special jury.) 

Nov. 26.—Bentley v. Brady.—This was an action for libel 
brought by the plaintiff, Mr. Joseph Bentley, against the de- 
fendant, a partner in the firm of Brady, Son, and Scott, solici- 
tors, of King William-street, City, charging him with getting 
up for his own benefit a society, called “‘ The Society for Pro- 
moting National Education.” The libels were contained in a 
series of letters addressed to various persons, and the first 
declared on as a sample of the others charged in the different 
counts of the declaration :— 

“ 50, King William-street, City, 
London, Dec, 3, 1858. 

“ Sir,—There is a person named Joseph Bentley going about 
lecturing and collecting subscriptions for the benefit of the 
Society for Promoting National Education, He has lately 
lectured at Nottingham, and has advertised your name as one 
of the committee of reference. 

“ T have been at some pains to make inquires, and cannot 
find that any such society as that above mentioned exists, and 
I think Bentley must be himself the ‘society’ in question. 
He occupies a small office in Paternoster-row, and makes no 
mention of any office of the society in the various notices he 
publishes. It would appear that under the colour of your 
name and those of other gentlemen, this person is getting dona- 
tions from the public really to put into his own pocket. 

“Under the full impression that such is the fact, I beg to 
inclose you a slip which, if my surmise be correct, I shall be 
obliged by your returning to me signed. 

“T am, sir, 
“Your obedient servant, 
“GrorGE W. Brapy. 

P.S. Several gentlemen to whom I have made a similar ap- 
plication have returned me signed documents similar to that I 
now enclose.” 

[The slip in question was a repudiation of all connection 
with the society. ] 

The defendant pleaded not guilty and a justification. Coun- 
sel having been heard on behalf of the plaintilf and defendant, 

Mr. Baron MARTIN summed up, and defining the term libel, 
as laid down by Lord Wensleydale, as a publication calculated 
to bring a man intoridicule, contempt or hatred, and left it to the 
jury to say whether the matter charged as libellous was a libel, 
anid, if so, whether it was true. Having referred to the pros- 
pectus of the society, his lordship remarked that the system of 
sending two collectors to people’s houses to obtain subscriptions, 
half of which they took themselves, was perfectly new to him, 
and should act as a warning to those who might be thus soli- 
cited, They would say whether the real object had been 
carried out, as alleged, by Mr. Bentley, or whether he had 
printed the names of certain noblemen and gentlemen, and 
under colour of their names had obtained donations, which he 
had put into his own pocket. As to the audit of the account, 
there was tio reason to suppose that false accounts had been 
tendered by Mr. Bentley, but all the auditor had to do was to 
take his statement of the receipts and disbursements, and, there- 
fore, it could not be properly called an audit. If they thought 





the names of a great many eminent men had been put forward 
as patrons, but they were not patrons in the true sense of the 
word, as persons responsible to the public that this was a bene- 
ficial society, then the justification was proved, and the defen- 
dant was entitled to their verdict. If not, they would give 
their verdict for the plaintiff, with such damages as they 
thought fit. 

The jury deliberated a few minutes in the box, and then re- 
turned a verdict for the defendant. 





BAIL COURT. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Mr. Justice Crompton.) 

Nov. 25.—Exparte Burton. In re Sadlers’ Company.— 
In this case a rule had been obtained calling upon the -com- 
pany to show cause why they should not produce to Mr. 
Burton, or his attorney, and permit him to inspect and take 
extracts from their minutes, books, and documents relating to 
the election of certain persons as assistants to the company, 
or why a mandamus should not issue in that behalf. Cause 
was now shown against the rule. It appeared that Mr. 
Burton had been a member of the company for twenty-five 
years; but the company refused to elect him an assistant of 
the company, because he had been an attorney’s clerk. The 
object of the application was to show that there was a custom 
by which the company were compelled to elect the senior 
liveryman as an assistant. It was contended, on the part of 
the company, that the Court of Queen’s Bench had not juris. 
diction to issue a rule calling upon the company to produce 
their books, &c., where no cause was pending, but that a man- 
damus should have issued. 

Mr. Justice Crompton said that the first part of the rule 
ought not to have been granted, but that a mandamus might 
go, and to the extent of the applicant and his attorney looking 
at the minutes shewing the course of the former election, the 
rule might be made absolute. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
In re. The National Assurance and Investment Company.— 
The Bank of Deposit. 

A point of some importance was decided in this case by 
Mr. Commissioner Evans on the 2lst inst. The Company 
carried on business at 3, Pall Mall, East, and under @ special 
Act (17 Vict. c. 43) were empowered to sue and be sued by 
the name of “ The National Assurance and Investment Asso- 
ciation ;” and service of process, notices, &c., was by such Act 
to be made upon the managing director, who is empowered to 
make affidavits, and do all legal acts in the name and on 
behalf of the Association; but it is expressly provided that the 
Association shall not, by such Act, be incorporated, and all the 
members thereof are to be liable, in like manner as if no such 
Act had been passed. A trader debtor summons was obtained 
against the Association, by a depositor in the bank, for non- 
payment of his deposit when demanded, which was returnable 
on the 3ist day of October last, on which the Association 
appeared by their solicitors, and obtained an adjournment of 
the summons for three weeks, witliout prejudice to any 
question between the parties. 

In the meantime the Association, by one of their directors, 
presented a petition in Chancery under the Winding-up Acts, 
and an order was made to wind-up the Company on the 
16th inst., and on the 18th inst. an interim manager was ap- 


inted. 
Mr, Jonn TuRNER, for the creditor, in support of the sum- 
mons read the affidavit of debt and demand of payment, and 
submitted that the Association, not being incorporated, were 
merely a firm of traders, for convenience to be proceeded 
against by a common name under their special Act, and that 
under the 78th and 79th sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, 
as explained by the 276th section, which provided that words 
importing the singular number should include several matters 
as well as one matter, and several persons as well as one 
person, and bodies corporate as well as individuals, they 
were properly summoned, and must either admit the debt or 
make an affidavit by their managing director that they had a 
Wen Eade who cqeanl ae ae 
r. who a or terim manager, 
insisted that as the Association was dissolved under the 
Winding-up Acts, the proceeding was altogether unnecessary, 
and if successful could only lead to an increase of costs. 
There was 2 fatal objection to the application in the Bank- 
ruptcy Act of 1849, The 276th section was absolutely re- 
peled by the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, and en mee re- 
ied upon for bringing a number of persons trading together 
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within the operation of the Act of 1849 was taken away, and 
the Commissioner must administer the law as it existed, and 
the 78 & 79 sections, without the interpretation clause, were 
strictly limited to individual traders. It was never contem- 
plated that companies should come within the provisions of the 
Act of 1849, and the Act of 7 & 8 Vict. c.111 had provided 
a distinct form of proceeding for making such companies 
bankrupt. 


Mr. Lawrance for the Association, urged the same grounds, 
and further insisted that the Joint Stock Acts were alone ap- 
plicable, The British Bank had been summoned by a trader 
debtor summons and it failed, and eventually was proceeded 
against under the Joint Stock Act. 7 & 8 Vict. ¢. 111. 


Mr. Turner, in reply, referred to the various sections of the 
Bankruptcy Act, and of the special Act bearing upon the sub- 
ject, and insisted that as the association were governed by 
their special Act, they were amenable to the bankruptcy laws 
as individuals, and that by the repeal of the definition clause 
of the Act of 1849, it could not have been intended to limit 
the trader debtor summons to individual traders. The Com- 
missioner decided that the association was not within the 
operation of the Trader Debtor Clauses, and dismissed the 
summons, 


Nov. 26.—In a case for adjudication which came before Mr. 
Commissioner Holroyd this morning, he held that a deed in the 
form D., unstamped, and not registered pursuant to the 194th 
section of the New Act, was receivable in evidence as an act 
of bankruptcy. 





The case of William Miller, which has often been promi- 
nently put before the public, was heard on the 21st inst. at the 
Queen’s Prison before Mr. Registrar Winslow. In reply tothe 
questions put to him he stated that he was arrested on the 3rd 
of September, 1814. He at that time carried on business as a 
general cabinet-maker and carpenter in Christchurch, Hamp- 
shire, where he was born. There was no debt, He owed 
nothing to the man who arrested him. He was said to be de- 
tained for £1,000, but there were no proceedings in any court 
against him whatever. If the registrar would look at the 
document upon which he was arrested he would see that 
there was no sheriff's name attached to it. He had never 
petitioned the Court of Bankruptcy or the Court for the 
Relief of Insolvent Debtors, because he contended that he 
owed no man anything. He had a life interest in some 
house property in Christchurch, but he received no rents, 
and had received none since he was imprisoned, nor did he 
know who received them. He had sisters, very poor people, 
who resided at Christchureh. His mother was alive when he 
was arrested, but she had died since. The man Cull who 
arrested him seduced one of his sisters when he had been 
in prison six years. His sisters did not receive the rents, 
The only money he received on account of them was from 
one tenant, who sent him different sums from time to time, 
amounting in all to £10. He did not know if Cull took pos- 
session of the rents; being in prison he could learn nothing 
about them. Cull had been dead for years. He (Miller) was appre- 
hended on a latitat which had never been signed by a sheriff, 
It could not be superseded, because it had not been issued out 
of any court. It was a forgery. There had been no trial. 
He did not know what Cull claimed £1,000 for, and, never 
signed any document, He never owed anything besides this 
claim, except a few shillings in the prison. He was kept in 
the old gaol in the city of Winchester until he was removed 
to the new gaol in the year 1849, In the new prison he was 
for three years in the felons’ ward, because he would not peti- 
tion the Court of Bankruptcy. He was detained in a floor 
underneath the felons’ ward, and no one was there with him, 
except ‘for about two months. He was in solitary confine- 
ment for three years. A gentleman present said that no doubt 
the explanation was that for three years no one was in the same 
ward as Mr. Miller. From the 6th of December, 1849, until 
1854 he was never in the sheriff's ward in the new prison. He 
was kept in the floor under the felons’ ward in solitary con- 
finement to force him to petition the Court. The Registrar 
asked Mr. Miller if he was willing to be made a bankrupt, and 
told him that he could adjudicate him one; to which the reply 
was that no one could make a man a bankrupt who owed 
nothing, and that he (prisoner) was not willing. The Regis- 
trar said he would take time to consider what course he should 
adopt in the matter. 

On the 22nd inst. Mr. Winslow gave the following judgment 
in the case:— 





“In this case I have determined not to adjudicate this man 
a bankrupt, as I have come to the conclusion he is not a person 
who prior to the commencement of this Act was liable to the 
bankruptcy law as a trader. There is no doubt he wasa 
trader in the year 1814, when he was first arrested, but the 
6th of George IV., c. 16, repealed all the old bank- 
ruptey laws, aud it has been decided by the Court of 
Queen’s Bench and other Courts that a trading which 
ended before the passing of that Act would not support 
a commission which issued after the passing of the Act, not- 
withstanding that the debt of the petitioning creditor was con- 
tracted during the trading. As the Bankruptcy Act of 1861 
is to take effect from and after the 11th day of October last, 
and as I consider it was not intended to have a retrospective 
effect, I must hold in this case, as in other cases, that the 
lying in prison must in the case of a non-trader be for two 
months after the 11th of October. I can see no reason to 
doubt the regularity of the proceedings under which he was 
committed to this prison, and perhaps if he had wished he 
might long ago have obtained a release from his imprisonment. 


The registrars of the Court of Bankruptcy have finished 
their labours for the present at the metropolitan prisons. From 
Whitecross-street Prison 33 have been released by the regis- 
trars, and about 24 from Horsemonger-lane Gaol, and some 
from the Queen’s Prison. On Monday last there were only 
105 in Whitecross-street Prison, of which 90 were “ sheriff's ;” 
and in Horsemonger-lane Gaol only 18, and of that number 
six were county court commitments. The next return of the 
keepers’ on the Ist December, will show the state of the 
prisons contrasted with the first retnrn. Creditors wish to 
know how the parties are to be re-committed after leaving. 
One of the benefits of the new law is that persons can get 
themselves “friendly” arrested, and, by declaring themselves 
“ paupers,” be relieved from all fees, even the gaoler’s fee, and 
for a small amount to an attorney be declared bankrupt, and 
for another small sum have their case completed. The present 
object is to make a “clearance of the prisons,” and to consider 
the creditors on the hearing. 


The following notice has been issued :— 
“ NOTICE, 
“ Court of Bankruptcy. 

“‘ No solicitor's clerk, or other person, not being a solicitor 
of the High Court of Chancery, and admitted as a solicitor of 
the Court of Bankruptcy, shall be allowed to appear and plead 
in the Court of Bankruptcy in any matter in open court, and 
it shall be the duty of the registrar to bring to the notice of 
the Court any infringement of this order. See sect. 212 of the 
24th and 25th of Victoria, cap. 134. 

“ By the Court, 
“J. ¥. Mitver, Registrar.” 





INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT, 

Nov, 25.—The Cuter Commissioner this morning, referring 
to an application made some days since by Mr. Macrae for the 
appointment of an assignee in a case heard in July last, made 
some observations upon the question of pending business, at 
present a moot point between the Commissioners of this Court 
and those of the Court of Bankruptcy. The Chief Commis- 
sioner, after referring to the several sections of the Bankrupt 
Act affecting the subject, reiterated his formerly expressed 
opinion that this Court had no jurisdiction to deal with appli- 
cations respecting cases which had been adjudicated, upon 
before the 12th of October, and that the Lord Chancellor's di- 
rection to the Commissioners of this Court to dispose of the 
unfinished business only applied to cases not adjudicated upon 
at the commencement of the new Bankruptcy Act. The minis- 
terial functions of paying dividends and realising estates in 
past cases would continue to be performed by the officers of the 
court, who were now also officers of the Court of Bankruptcy, 
but the Commissioners had no judicial power in relation to 
past cases. 

- Se” a ‘ 


Recent Becisions. 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 
IMPLIED GRANT OF EASEMENTS—SEVERANCE OF ESTATE. 
Baird v. Fortune, Ewart v. Cochrane, House of Lords, 

10 W. R, 2, 3. 

Both these cases illustrate the rule that there cannot be an 
implied grant, except by prescription, of an easement, which 
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is not one “of necessity.” The English law of easements is, 
in @ great measure, derived from the Roman Jaw of servitudes. 
These, in the Roman law, were of two classes, personal and 
real, or, to use phrases of English law, appendant or in gross— 
according as the right followed the estate or the person. Real 
servitudes were again subdivided into urban and rural. To 
the former class belonged those servitudes which are usually re- 
quired in towns, such as the support of a roof and the like; 
while the latter class comprised such servitudes as are usually 
required for the full enjoyment of property situated in the 
country, such as a right of way, of driving cattle or waggons 
through a place, or drawing water from it, via, iter, actus, aque- 
ductus. The reader who wishes to pursue this subject further, 
will find the Roman law of servitudes very succinctly stated 
under that heading in Mr. Sanders’s edition of “ Justinian’s 
Institutes.” The French tribunals are very frequently called 
upon to determine disputes regarding such rights, owing to the 
division that is made of inheritances in that country amongst 
the family of an intestate ancestor. This is an inconvenience 
in relation to both agriculture and to the separate legal rights 
of owners, which is obviated by the English law of primo- 
re. 

An easement, like any other incorporeal hereditament, can 
be created only by express or implied agreement—by deed con- 
taining either an express or implied grant, or by prescription, 
which is a phrase of implied grant, except as between co-parce- 
ners— Johnson v. Wilson, Willes 253. As possession is prima 
facie ownership of a seisin in fee, the onus of proof rests on 
the party claiming an easement. He is bound to show either 
a deed of grant, or that he, or those from whom he derives 
title, continuously exercised thealleged right for the period which, 
under the Prescription Act, 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71, is sufficient to 
confer ‘a legal title. There was no right sought to be founded on 
prescription in either of the present cases, at least, no claim of 
any such right to which the Lords attached any importance. 
We will, therefore, confine our reyiew of those cases to their 
relations to the rules of conveyancing applicable to implied 
grants by deed. The question whether a particular deed or limi- 
tation grants, in addition to its direct subject matter, an im- 
plied right to certain easements over other premises, is, as a 
general rule, a question of fact rather than of law. We shall 
show this the more clearly by first pointing out in what cases 
there may be an implied grant of an Di ing 
prescription from our notice, a grant of an easement will, upon 
the severance of a heritage, beimplied, first, of all those continuous 
and apparent easements which one part of the property 
afforded the other, while the entire of it was possessed by the last 
owner exclusively; and secondly, of all those easements without 
which full ownership could not be exercised over each of the 
severed portions. An example of the former class occurs 
where the owner of land on the slope of a hill gives the higher 
portion of the ground to one person, and the lower to another. 
The owner of the first has an implied grant of a right to such 
a fall of water upon the lower ground as was previously usual. 
This is owing to the fact that both fields had belonged to the 
same owner, and were so enjoyed by him. But if the owners 
of both portions of ground ultimately derived title from different 
parties, this doctrine of implied grant would not apply. So, 
also, the easement must have been of a permanent and con- 
tinuous nature during the ownership of their common grantor, 
and not used by him fur purposes purely personal, or for mere 
pleasure. The easement called a way of necessity is an ex- 
ample of the second class of easements that may be the subjects 
of implied grant. In the first case, which was an appeal 
from the Court of Session in Scotland, the party under whom 
the appellant derived title had sold to the father of the respon- 
dent a certain farm, which was described in the conveyance 
as “the same is presently possessed by Thomas Fowlis 
the tenant.” The lease to Fowlis had contained the following 
clause: “the tenant shall have liberty of the driven sea-ware, 
along with the other tenants of the Elie property, for manur- 
ing the farm.” The farm (A.) was two miles distant from the 
sea. The tenants of the farm had been in the habit of 
collecting the sea-ware and manuring the land with it. The 
Court of Session pronounced in favour of the respondent’s 
tight to that easement; but the House of Lords unanimously 
reversed that decree. 

.. It is abundantly clear that as the farm was two miles distant 
from the sea, there was not the easement called a way of 
hecessity appurtenant to such farm over the sea-shore, much 

was there an indispensable right to collect sea-weed on it. 
The Lord Chancellor (Campbell) seemed inclined to think 
that a right to collect sea-weed in alieno solo would not con- 
stitute an easement; Lord Wensleydale more correctly, we 








think, was of a contrary opinion. Indeed, any permanent 
right "of any user over the property of another i is an easement, 
and governed by the law relating to such rights. In the 
present case, however, as there was no easement of necessity 
so neither was there an easement of the continuous and 
apparent class, such as a right to a gutter or drain is by 
reason of its very nature. The only ground upon which the 
respondent, it would appear, could have been able to found a 
claim, is the clause in the lease to Fowlis, which, it might be 
contended, was incorporated by reference in the grant to the 
respondent's father. Upon this the jugdments of the Lords 
offer no comment. So long as Fowlis was a lessee, the 
landlord might have reason for suffering him to take the sea- 
weed, in order that he might be better able to pay the rent 
reserved; but this reason would not of course, extend to 
a sale out and out to a purchaser like the respondent. The 
phrase “together with all the appurtenances,” was probably, 
for the same reason, considered by the Lords to be insufficient 
to convey an easement over the rest of the lands. 

The second case, which was also an appeal from the Court 
of Session in Scotland, affords a very clear example of an ease- 
ment of necessity. Two adjoining properties were originally 
possessed by the same owner. One of these comprised a tan- 
yard, the other a house and garden, and a drain was formed.to 
carry off the surplus water trom the tan-yard into the. garden, 
The respondent and appellant subsequently became purchasers 
of these lots respectively. ‘The former stopped the drain, and 
on an action for damages brought by the owner of the tan-yard, 
the Court of Session decided in his favour, on the ground 
that there was an implied grant of the easement ; Pyer v. 
Carter, 1 H. & N. 916. The Lords unanimously affirmed the 
decision. ‘The Lord Chancellor thus declared the law. re- 
lating to such easement.—“ I consider the law of Scotland, as 
well as the law of England, to be, that, when two properties 
are possessed by the same owner, and there has been a severance 
made of part from the other, any thing which was used and 
was necessary for the comfortable enjoyment of that part of the 
property which is granted, shall be considered to follow from 
the grant, if there be the usual words in the conveyance. I 
do not know,” his Lordships proceeds, “ whether the usual 
words are essential ; but where there are the usual words 
I cannot doubt that that is the law.” The grant was of ~ 
tan-yard, “‘and that as the whole said subjects are 
possessed by us,” and so on, with all the right title ae — 
as also, “ with the pertinents hereby disponed and enclosed as 
aforesaid, in all time coming.” ‘There can be no donbt that, as 
the Lord Chancellor suggested the insertion of these or similar 
clauses was by no means indispensable toconvey the easement, 
it being one of necessity, vide ‘Gale on Easements,” pp. 71, 
72; Dand v Kingstone,6 M.& W. 196. Given the necessary 
stratum of fact, the law relating to this class of incorporeal he- 
reditaments has been for a long time settled on a basis that is 
satisfactory both in point of jurisprudence and general conve- 
nience. 

The maxim, “necessitas inducit privilegium,” applies’ to 
the class of necessary easements. The rule as to easements 
of a continuous and visible character, that arise on the division 
of a heritage, either by act inter vivos, or by will, is expressed 
in the maxim, “ Cuicunque aliquis quid concedit concedere 
videtur et id sine quo res ipsa esse non potuit;” vide “ Broom’s 
Legal Maxims,” pp. 3, 426. 


COMMON LAW. 
PracticeE—Svine in Forma Pavurerts. 
In Re Cobbett, Q. B. 10 W. R, 40 


Mrs. Cobbett continues to supply decisions on practice, and 
particularly on those branches which regulate writs and their 
requirements. It is to be presumed, however, that the enduring 
fund of grievance caused by her husband’s incarceration will 
now at length be exhausted, by his dismission from the debtor's 
ward under the gentle compulsion of the Court of Bankruptey. 

In the present instance the application was to. be allowed to 
take proceedings in error in formaé pauperis; with regard to 
which it may be remarked that, under the present system. for 
carrying out the statute 11 Hen, VII.c,12-—by which thismode 
of suing was first established—it is necessary that every petition 
for the purpose must be accompanied not only with an affidayit ' 
with [regard to the poverty of the petitioner, but with the 
opinion of counsel on a case Jaid before him, embodying. the 
material facts which are considered to justify the application. 
In the present case the Court of Queen’s Bench. have in effegt 
laid down a general rule that a mere irregularity in the pre- 
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ceedings subsequent to the judgment (asa variance between the 
date of the judgment and the execution writ), which is capable 
of being set right, affords no ground for an order to be allowed 
to proceed in error as a pauper; and this because the only result 
of such proceedings would be to throw unnecessary expense on 
the opposite party. 

Law oF EvipENCE—DECLARATIONS AGAINST INTERESt—DIs- 
CREDITING A WITNESS, UNDER 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, 8. 22. 
Reg. v. Birmingham (Churchwarden, &c.), Q. B. 10 W. R.41; 
Jackson v. Thomas, ib. 42. 

These two cases raise and determine distinct points in the 
law of evidence. The first turned upon the extent of the ad- 
missibility of the declaration of a deceased person against his 
own interest; as to which it is stated by Taylor (vol. i. p. 533, 
2nd ed.) to be still an undecided question whether the term 
“declaration” is here confined to a written statement, or 
whether it will let in one which is oral merely. One of the 
most recent cases bearing on the point, appears to be that of 
Stapleton v. Clough (2 Ell. and BI. 933), but, strangely enough, 
it does not seem to have been discussed in the argument of the 
present case, nor is it mentioned in the judgment. By that case 
the point was left undecided. though some of the judges (in- 
cluding Lord Campbell) expressed an opinion that oral as well 
as written declarations of deceased persons against their own 
interest were admissible. And by the present decision thelaw 
hereon may be considered as set at rest; as the Court quashed 
an order of sessions, which proceeded solely on the ground that 
the oral declaration of a deceased person to his son, that he was 
tenant of certain premises at a certain rent, was not admissible 
either to show the nature of his occupation or the amount of 
rent which he paid. 

As to the second case, it turned upon the manner in which, 
under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, (ss. 22, 26), it 
is allowable under certain circumstances for a party to offer 
evidence <o discredit his own witness. The Act permits the 
party producing an adverse witness, to prove that he has made 
at other times a statement inconsistent with the testimony he 
gives at the trial; but he is not allowed to impeach his eredit 
by general evidence of bad character. With regard to this, 
the present decision appears to authorise the proposition that 
where the testimony is to be contradicted by a statement in a 
letter by the witness, inconsistent with what he says in court, 
other letters may also be put in (being all part of the same 
series), although they do not in terms contradict the testimony 
given at the trial; but are rather evidentiary of malice 
generally on the part of the witness, and of a preconceived 
determination not to speak the truth. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 
EMBEZZLEMENT BY SERVANTS—7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29,8, 47; 
AND 24 & 25 Vicr. c. 96, 8. 68. 
Reg. v. Donald M‘Donald, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 21, 

This is one of those cases which have so frequently arisen 
on the 47th section of 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29 (now repealed) pro- 
viding against the offence of embezzlements committed by clerks 
and servants; whereby it is enacted that if any clerk or servant 
or any person employed for the purpose or in the capacity of 
a clerk or servant, shall by virtue of such emp » receive 
or take into his possession any chattel, money, or valuable 
security for or in the name or on the account of his master, and 
shall fraudulently embezzle the same or any part thereof; he 
shall be deemed to have feloniously stolen it from his master, 
although such chattel, money, or security was not received 
into the possession of the master otherwise than by the actual 
possession of the offender himself. In prosecutions under this 
section (as under the enactment previously in force on this 
subject, the 39 Geo. 3,c. 85), difficulties have occasionally 
arisen where the person charged has been engaged on such 
terms as to make it doubtful whether the property embezzled 
did not vest in him jointly with the prosecutor. ‘Thus, where 
the prisoner was captain of a coal barge, and employed to 
bring back to the owner and prosecutor the produce of the coal 
sold, and was remunerated by a percentage on such proceeds, 
it was contended that he had a joint interest therein with the 
prosecutor and did not come within the Act; but a majority of 
the judges on the point being reserved held otherwise (Rez. v. 
Hartley, cited Russell on “ Crimes,” p. 170). So also, where 
a banker's clerk was to be paid by a percentage on one par- 
ticular partuer’s profits but not on the general profits of the 
firm, it was held he might be found guilty of embezzling the 
money he received on behalf of the firm—not being nised 
by the firm generally, as a partner (Holme’s Case, 2 Lewin, 





256). In the present case the defence raised, was grounded on 
the same doctrine as contended for in the above instances, 
The prisoner had at one time been engaged at a fixed salary as 
the cashier and collector of the prosecutors; but afterwards and 
at the time of the embezzlement he was partly remunerated by a 
profit and loss arrangement, under which he became entitled to 
a percentage on a portion of the profits of the concern, in 
such a manner as to set up a partnership between the prisoner 
and the prosecutors, so far as their transactions went with 
parties strangers to the concern. But the Court held that this 
state of things was quite consistent with there being no such 
partnership or connection between the prisoner and his em- 
ployers inter sese as would prevent him being their servant 
within the meaning of the above provision, and his conviction 
was consequently affirmed. 

As before remarked, the whole of the 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29, 
has now been repealed (so far as the United Kingdom is con- 
cerned, for it appears to be still in force with regard to certain 
colonies) by 24 & 25 Vict.c.95. The substituted enactment 
is that contained in the 68th section of the 24 & 25 Vict, 
c. 96—the “Larceny” Act of last session. Some of the 
defects of the previous provisions have been now remedied. 
For example, the word “employer” is added to “ master,” 
and the words requiring the thing embezzled to have come 
into the possession of the offender “ by virtue of his employ- 
ment,” have been omitted, thereby removing a difficulty which 
was sometimes caused by the prosecution failing to show an 
authority on the part of the prisoner to receive the money 
embezzled. The new provision, however, leaves the law as to 
this crime in other respects where it was before, except, indeed, 
that the punishment is so far altered that the extreme term of 
imprisonment which may now be awarded is two years, instead 
of three—an alteration which (it may be observed) has been 
made throughout in the new Acts; together with another to the 
effect that where “whipping” is ordered, the offender must be a 
male under the age of sixteen years. Yet, in one solitary 
instance—viz., in'24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 101, one who corruptly 
takes money under pretence of helping the owner to recover 
stolen goods without using due diligence to bring the offender 
to trial, may be sentenced to be whipped in addition to im- 
prisonment, if he be under the age of eighteen years. 


————_—_——_— 


Correspondence. 


TRANSFER OF MORTGAGE. 

The objection stated by G. B. ti. (ante p. 10), was taken by Mr. 
Lewin (“ Lewin on Trusts,” 3rd ed, 347), but in the 2nd ed. (just 
published) of ‘‘ Davidson’s Conveyancing,” vol. iii, pp. 30—32, 
that author has, it appears to me, entirely refuted the objec- 
tion, and has shown the practice of suppressing notice of a 
trust to be expedient, and not inconsistent with ere 

A. J. 





Law Books, High PRICE OF. 

I was very pleased with your review of “ Marshall’s Law of 
Railways” in your last number, and particularly so, with the 
following remarks:—‘ The body of the work contains only 
176 pages, while the statutes extend over 104 more. We admit 
that every second law book which has come out of late years 
owes its bulk to a process of the same kind; but it is no less 
a nuisance to be compelled to buy so much, in the shape and 
at the cost of treatises, which almost every lawyer already has 
in his library. Instead of its being desirable to increase the 
size and expense of law books, it would certainly be for the 
interest not only of authors but of publishers if they would 
make them as little bulky and costly as possible.” Every 
attorney will agree with every word that I have quoted, I 
have now before me a little book, 67 pages of which are com- 
posed of a digest of magistrates cases, and 56 of Acts of 
Parliament to be administered by magistrates. making 
together 123 pages besides the index. A book of this sort can 


be compiled by “ scissors and paste,” yet the publisher had the , 


boldness to put a price of 7s. 6d, on it, and the consequence 
was that it did not sell, 

I would beg to suggest to the profession the desirability of 
forming “ a law book publishing company.” We have among 
us many attornies, authors of very valuable works; take for 
example Messrs. Maugham, Oke, Stone, & C. E. Lewis, cum multis 
aliis, who could render great assistance to such an association. 
At all events, it is high time something should be done in the 
matter. J. T.S. 
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ARCHBOLD’s CONSOLIDATED CRIMINAL STATUTES. 

I beg to point out to your readers the following inaccuracies 
in “ Archbold’s Consolidated Criminal Statutes.” 

1. At p. 278, Mr. Archbold states that the offence of em- 
bezzlement, as defined by the statute, is “ If any clerk, or ser- 
vant, or any person employed for the purpose, or in the capa- 
city of a clerk or servant, shall, by virtue of such employment, 
receive,” &c. The words in italics it is true formed part of 
the definition of embezzlement under the 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29, 
s. 47, but they form no of such definition under the 24 & 
25 Vict. c. 96,8. 68. Mr. Greaves, in his note on the latter 
section says, “ The words of the former enactments were, 
‘shall by virtue of such employment, receive or take into his 
possession any chattel, &c. for, or in the name, or on the ac- 
count of, his master.’ In the present clause the words ‘ by 
virtue of such employment,’ are advisedly omitted in order to 
enlarge the enactment, and get rid of the decisions on the 
former enactments.’’—Greavos’ Criminal Law Acts, p. 117. 

2. At p. 282, the editor, following out the erroneous idea 
above mentioned, says, that in embezzlement the prosecutors 
must prove “4, That the prisoner received the property by 
virtue of his employment as such clerk or servant.” This, how- 
ever, is not so under the new statute, and the cases of Reg. v. 
Mellish and Reg. v. Thorley, cited by Mr. Archbold, do not 
apply to the present statute. 

3. At p. 305, it is stated that in an indictment for false pre- 
tences “ the thing obtained must be stated to be the property 
of some person, as in larceny,” citing Reg. v. Sill. This case, 
however, was decided on the 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29, s, 53, and 
the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 88, enacts that it shall not be 
necessary to allege any ownership of the thing obtained. 

4. At pp. 200, 202, and 203, the word “ feloniously ” should 
be inserted in the forms of indictments there given, the 
offences to which they relate being now felonies, although 
under the old statute they were merely misdemeanours. 

5. It would also seem that the indictment at p. 184 is wrong 
in’ charging the previous conviction first. By 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
96, s. 116, the subsequent offence ought to be first charged. 
The same remark applies to the indictment on p. 509, by rea- 
son of the provisions of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 99, s, 37, 

A. B. 





HackNEY CaRriaGes Act, 

I would beg leave to offer a few observations upon the 
decision of Mr. Arnold at the Westminster Police Court, in 
the Hackney Carriage case, inserted in your impression of the 
9th inst., as I think that upon the proper construction of the 
Act, 16 & 17 Vict, c. 33, that decision cannot be supported. 
By sect. 4 of that Act it is enacted (as to fares) that the 
driver of a hackney carriage, within the limits of the Act, 
shall be entitled to demand the fares set forth in the schedule 
(A) to the Act annexed. The schedule, after setting forth the 
amount of fares which may be demanded, contains the following 
clause: —“ When more than two persons shall be carried inside 
any Hackney Carriage one sum of sixpence is to be paid for 
the whole hiring in addition to the above fares. Two children 
under ten years of age to be counted as one adult person.” It 
is, [think, quite clear that the object of the legislature in 
framing this clause was to declare that one child, under ten 
years of age, should be carried in a Hackney carriage 
without the driver being entitled to charge for it as a 
person. If this were not so the declaration that two children 
should be counted as one adult person would be a 
simple absurdity. Well, then, the Act having clearly defined 
the meaning of the word person in connection with children, 
can it be said that because the next clause in the same sche- 
dule, which declares that “ when two or more persons shall be 


, carried inside any Hackney carriage with more luggage than 


ean be carried inside the carriage, a further sum of twopence 
for every package carried outside the said carriage, is to be 
paid by the hirer in addition to the above fares,” does not 
Tepeat the words “ two children under ten years of age to be 
counted as one adult person,” that the driver has a right to 
construe the Act, in respect to the clause as to /uggage, to 
mean that one child makes one adult person. Now, | beg 
leave to submit that such a construction is not only inconsis- 
tent with the spirit of the Act, but also with its literal mean- 
ing. The subsequent clause must, I think, be construed in 
connection with the preceding one, and the definition of the 
word person in the latter clearly governs the words “ two or 
more persons ” in the subsequent clause. : 

My contention, therefore, is that-under this Act a cabman 
must carry in his cab two adult and twe children be- 
fore he can be entitled to charge for luggage placed outside his 








cab. It does not appear to me that the question decided. by 
Mr. Arnold is at all affected by the 16 & 17 Vict. c. 127. The 
only part of that Act having any reference to the question is 
the 14th section, and that merely repeats the clause in the 
schedule to cap. 33 as to the extra 6d. chargeable on the whole 
hiring, and as to two children under ten years of age being 
considered as one adult person, 

Mr. Arnold says that the word “ adult” not appearing in the 
last clause of the schedule to cap 33, the word “ person” must be 
construed according to its “ general significance,” and that there 
is, therefore, no distinction between a child under ten years of age 
and an adult. Now with all deference to Mr. Arnold I beg to say 
that, the “ general signification ” of the word “ person” has no 
relation whatever, in the mind of any one but himself, toa 
child of such tender years, 1 am satisfied that in the society 
wherein Mr. Arnold moves he never heard the term so applied. 
I am aware that the words “ young person” are frequently 
used in ordinary conversation in relation to youths and girls 
who are considerably advanced in their teens but I think they 
cannot properly be applied to children of more tender 
years. I am also aware that some lexicographers define the 
word “ person” to apply to children, but others do not, and I 
think that those of them who define its meaning to apply to 
“man or woman” are strictly correct, 

I now come to my last ground of objection to this judgment. 
Mr Arnold states that a cabman would be liable to a penalty 
for refusing to carry a child under ten years of age, if he was 
required by that child to do so. There is something so en- 
tremely absurd in supposing that a child of such tender years 
should call a cab and desire to be driven to the residence of his 
parents orelsewhere, that, were it not that the pointis soseriously 
put by Mr, Arnold, one would be inclined to treat it as meant for 
a good joke. It doesnot appear to have struck the worthy magis- 
trate that a child of such tender years is a minor, that he could 
not legally contract a debt, and that any one might legally 
refuse to give him credit for anything, and that therefore the child 
could not sue for a penalty under the Act. I think Mr. Arnold 
must admit that a child is not the “ person” referred to in the 
Act in relation to penalties. Upon all the grounds I have 
mentioned I think that Mr. Arnold’s decision cannot be main- 
tained; and, I hope, that, for the benefit of the public generally, 
the matter will not be permitted to rest where it is. wate 


a 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


On Thursday last a special general meeting of this Society 
was held at the Institution, Chancery-lane, convened by ex- 
press notice for the purpose of electing three new members of 
the council in the room of Mr. Palmer, resigned, and Mr. 
Austen, and Mr. Glennie, deceased. The meeting was most 
numerously attended, the large hall of the Institution being 
more than half filled, and the proceedings attracting the warm- 
est interest, 

Mr. Maynarp having taken the chair, and the notice having 
been read by Mr. Maugham, the secretary, 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to lay before the meeting the 
objects for which it had been summoned: he said that the 
council had no other desire than to supply the vacant places 
in their number with gentlemen of character and respecta- 
bility, who were able to perform the duties of their office. It 
was a mistake to suppose that their duties were confined to 
an attendance at the weekly meetings of the council. They 
were of a far more urgent nature; and it was, therefore, only 
the duty of the Council to lay before the society the names of 
those whom they thought could discharge those duties with effi- 
ciency. Accordingly, the plan which the Council had always 
adopted, and had foflowed on the present occasion, was to prepare 
a list of those gentlemen whom, after inquiring amongst the gene- 
ral body of the society, they could themselves personally recom- 
mend as candidates, leaving it to the general body to confirm such 
selection or not, as they thought proper. So universal had 
been the satisfaction which this system had inspired, that in 
two instances only, during a period of thirty years, had any 
other names been proposed than those selected by the Council. 
If the Council had not been in the habit of taking this duty 
upon them on many occasions there would have been no can- 
didates whatever; whereas it now generally followed that tke 
general body, being aware that these candidates were about to 
be proposed, did not think it necessary to recommend others. 
The Council had not the slightest wish to arrogate to itself any 
superior right of election; they wished only to consult the 
general interests of the society. They had, accordingly; in 
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conformity with former practice, submitted the names of three 
gentlemen of station in the profession, and who would be able 
to give their time to discharge the duties of their office—Mr. 
Nicholl, of Carey-street, Mr. Janson, and Mr. Park Nelson. 
Now, it so happened, that Mr. Janson was doubly proposed; 
as to his name, therefore, he conceived there would be no oppo- 
position; but three other gentlemen were proposed for the re- 
maining vacancies—Mr. Futvoye, Mr. Avison, of Liverpool, 
and Mr. Ryland, of Birmingham. 
these gentlemen, the Council were of opinion that their 
residence in the country would prevent the possibility 
of their exercising any material influence upon the 
proceedings of the Council. Whilst, . therefore, they 
thought it highly desirable that a large town like Liverpool 
should have a voice in the Council, they yet felt that on the 
present occasion an opportunity was not afforded them of 
carrying out that object. He might mention also, that Bir- 


mingham was already represented in the Council. They must : 


therefore persist in proposing to the society that Mr. Nicholl 
and Mr. Nelson should be elected to fill the two remaining 
vacancies. As a matter of form, it was requisite that a mem- 
ber should be elected to fill each special vacancy that had arisen. 
Mr. Glennie’s term of office would have expired in 1862, those 
of Mr. Austin and Mr. Palmer in 1863. He would therefore 
propose that Mr. Janson be elected to fill the place of Mr. 
Glennie. 

Mr. Nicox wished to know by which of the bye-laws it was 
that the Council had the power of nominating new members. 

The CHarrMAN said he would state at once that there was 
no such bye-law, and the Council claimed no such right. 

Mr. Nico said he thought the Council were placing them- 
selves in an invidious position. ‘They should confine them- 
selves to ascertaining the individual opinions of members, and 
not bring forward a house list of their own. Their attempt 
seemed to be to make the society a mere appendage to the 
Council (no! no! and hear! hear!). If the Council had from 
time to time infused new blood into their body, instead of con- 
stantly re-electing themselves, they would more efficiently repre- 
sent the whole profession, instead of a particular class. 

Mr. ANDERTON said that in his opinion the Council were 
perfectly justified in proposing a list of names (hear! hear!). 


He hoped the Council would never flinch from doing their duty. |; q 


They had always taken care that upon every election they 
should be provided with a list of candidates, and they had not, 
on this occasion, prevented any member from bringing forward 
any candidate he pleased. 

Mr. Giraup then moved, and 

Mr. Burcorne seconded the motion, that Mr. Janson be 
elected in the place of Mr. Glennie, which was carried with- 
out opposition. 

The CHarkMAN having at first suggested that the two re- 
maining names should be put up together, so that if it became 
necessary, one ballot might, in conformity with one of the bye- 
laws, suffice for both candidates, gave way to the general wish, 
and withdrew the proposal. 

Mr. W. D. Cooper then proposed, and Mr. STEPHEN 
es seconded the motion for the election of Mr. Park 

elson. 

Mr. ANDERTON proposed instead, the name of Mr. Ryland, 
of Birmingham. He thought, even that on the ground of his 
being Mayor of Birmingham this compliment might be paid to 
him (laughter). His opinion was that Mr. Ryland would not 
fail in attention to his duties (here, here). 

Mr. Torr seconded the motion. 

Mr. Canon regretted the feeling between town and country, 
which seemed to be elicited on this occasion. As has been 
said, the duties of a member of the Council were far more 
onerous than a mere weekly attendance. They could be dis- 
charged by a gentleman who came from Essex-street, not by 
one who lived at Birmingham; and had, moreover, his alder- 
manic duties to attend to, superadded to his professional ones 
as solicitor. He thought a town member preferable, and 
supported the Council in their practice of issuing a house list. 

A MemMBeER could not help feeling that the Council did not 
represent a large body of the society, a circumstance which 
was one of the causes of the disrespect with which the status 
of the profession was often viewed, not only by the bar, but by 
suitors. He asked whether the Council, with its venerable ap- 
pearance on that occasion (a laugh) were quite the men to 
carry on the objects of the society with the necessary 
spirit and vigour. Complaints were rife amongst younger 
members of the lethargy of the institution. If on no other 
ground he should give his vote in favour of Mr. Ryland. 

Mr. Bristow, M.P., said, he thought the speech they had 


With respect . to | 





just heard was beside the real question at issue. For himeelf, 

he thought Mr. Ryland was more likely to advance the in- 
terests of the profession than Mr. Parke Nelson. He had been 
for some years a member of the House of Commons, and the 
result of his ience was, that no public body, not even the 
corporations of the cities of London (a laugh) or Birmingham, 
were ever received by all’ members of the House, from the 
Speaker downwards, with more respect than the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society (hear, hear); and they were en- 
titled to it; because, though they did not go about seeking 
for cases of misconduct, yet he challenged any one to produce 
a case of misconduct which, when brought re them, had 
not been thoroughly taken up and si (hear, hear).- But 
this was by no means the only inportant duty they had to per- 
form. They had to advise through the law officers of the 
Crown, the Government, and members of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment in many matters relating to the law of this country and 
the affairs of lawyers, and to the great zeal and ability of the 
Council the House of Lords itself had borne testimony. Con- 
sidering, however, that Mr. Ryland’s opportunities of assisting 
the Council must be very inferior to pte of Mr. Nelson, even 
in these railroad times, and that the‘duties had to be performed 
in London alone, he thought that a in a London 
board ought to be filled up by a petty sy, Toon hear). If 
not strictly authorised, he yet thought the Council were amply 
justified in presenting three names to the notice of the 

sion, 

The motion was then put and @ show of hands demanded 
for each of the candidates. A large majority was shewn in 
favour of Mr. Park Nelson, who was then declared by the 
chairman to be duly elected. 

Mr. HattowsEs then proposed, and Mr. SHum seconded the 
motion, that Mr. Futvoye be elected in the place of Mr. Austen, 
deceased. 

Mr. W. C. Hatt proposed, and Mr, C. Youna seconded, 
Mr. Nicholl in the place of Mr. Futvoye. 

Mr. ANDERTON 8 whether it was not needless to 
propose another country candidate (No, no). 

Mr. J. A. Rosg then proposed Mr. Avison, of Liverpool. He 
contended that it was not necessary that a member of the 
council should attend every day of the year. The great 
uestions now in agitation, those of the transfer of land, of the 
copyright of designs, and the distribution of charitable trusts 
were quite as much subjects for country as town discussion. 
He thought the Council were entitled to the reverence of every 
man in the profession; there was not one of them who did 
not deserve such ition from his age, ity, and 
experience (hear, hear). But their action on this occasion had 
brought into that hall the largest meeting they had ever known 
there ; and he must say he thought the success of the Council 
that day would turn out to be most disastrous to them. The 
country members were not a small insignificant clique, and it 


would be greatly to the advantage of the society to bring in . 


some of their body into the governing power of the Institution. 

Mr. Fretp seconded the motion mainly because he could 
not help feeling that the Council as at nt con- 
stituted was a self-elected close body, and it was of 
the highest importance to observe how far their action 
that day would tend to increase the influence of the In- 
stitution. If they intended the society to possess the influence 
it ought, it was of the first importance that vacancies should be 
filled up, not by nomination from within, but by election from 
without (hear, hear). It was not a justifiable step on the part 
of the council to give only two days’ notice of the intention to 
fill np this vacancy. He had observed, also, that the servants 
of the Institution had been employed to tout for the support of 
members. 

‘The CHarRMAN said he was sure the Council were no parties 
to the proceeding. 

Mr. Frexp confessed he did not see it with his own eyes; but 
he believed he was not far out in making the statement. He 


thought the meeting would do well to place itself in the hands — 
ugh eeting 


of the country party; for the fact was that their 
strength was almost nothing; their metropoli 

very small. He fully agreed with Mr. Rose in the a 
of offering some opposition to the proceedings of the 5 
Amongst other things, he thought that a paper showing the 


number and attendancies of members of the Council at the 


meetings ought to be printed and circulated amongst the 
members 


Mr. C. E. Lewis said he thought the two lugubrious 
speeches they had just heard were somewhat misplaced.. So 
far from the Council as worn out by age, he thought 
it was still in excellent working order. This appeared to be 





tan house was. 
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the first attempt that had been made to get up an opposition 
on the part of the country to the town element; but so far 
from there being any attempt at coercion, he thought the Coun- 
cil had acted very fairly in calling upon the country members 
to express their views on this occasion. If the Council were 
not in the habit of proposing members, they would find knots 
and cliques of men on each occasion putting forward their own 
candidates. The simple question was, how had the system 
answered? Did the Council represent the society in integrity, 
high character, and professional ability? He was bound to 
say he thought it possessed those elements in vm abun- 
dance; and he-was glad to know that in the lowly sphere 
which, according to some persons, the profession occu- 
pied, they still had such representatives. e was only one 
point which rankled in his mind. He thought, in one respect, 
the Council had failed to take proper steps for promoting the 
social status of the profession, He blamed the institution for 
not having made an effort to show that solicitors were qualified 
to fill a single public office, as, for example, the post of attor- 
ney or solicitor to the Treasury. There had reen no open re- 
pudiation of the perpetual attempt on the part of Government 
to foist barristers into all public offices. No attempt had been 
made to force an obnoxious legislature to believe that an at- 
torney was qualified to do more than earn a 6s. 8d. (hear, hear), 
When the County Court Act first passed, he (Mr. —_ 
pase by: pe: that no persons were better qualified to 

the of county court judge, than those who had i 
experience of some twenty or twenty-five years’ standing in all 
the courts. But in this matter he thought the profession had 
not stood to its own guns. He made this exception, because he 
thought it a serious one; but he confessed he believed the 
Council had shown no prejudice or bias against an extension of 
its influence by further representation, and he hoped that, in 
— 3 this end pit ge deg attained. 

. JoHN YounG that some reply was necessary on 
his part to the observations of Mr. pra Mr. Field. The 
Council had frequently fallen under the lash of Mr. Field’s 
castigation, but on this occasion he thought his remarks had 
fe in reaching the object he contemplated. The discussion 
was a two-fold one—first, and 
the conflicting interests of town and country. He was sorry 
the discussion had taken this form, because one common 
interest ought to have united them in one common course of 
action. Itseemed, however, there were other questions behind. 
Mr. Field alleged there was something like unfair play in 
giving notice of the candidates for election ; but in this matter the 
Council had acted in strict conformity with their bye-laws. 
They provided first, that intimation of vacancies should be 
given to the members at large to be filled up ata general or 
extraordinary meeting of the society by a thirty days’ notice, 
This was done. They then provided that notice of the meeting 
should be given by circular, at least ten days previously. This 
was also done. Then, that at least seven days before the day 
of meeting, the names of the proposed new members 
Council should be sent in to the Secretary; and finally, 
six days before the ing the Secretary should give 
notice of the candidates by putting up their names in 
the hall. This was the exact course which had been 
followed. He was not then justifying the rules, especially 
that which gave only three days between the issuing 
notice of the ing and sending in the names of can- 
didates. But this was to be remedied by altering the bye 
laws. Mr. Field had further said that many of the members 
of the Council did not attend very fully. That might be so, 
but if there were members who could now only furnish the 
remembrance of their past services, and the force of their ex- 
ample to their younger colleagues— i 
should be deprived of what they deemed the blue ri 
the profession? (hear, hear). It was incorrect to 
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Mr. Futvoye was himself originally proposed by an outsider 
(his friend Mr. Tooke), whom he was sorry not to see 
on that occasion. He was compelled also to tell Mr. 
that he was mistaken in his facts., No one subject had more ; 
constantly occupied the attention of the Council than that of 
public appointments; and when the late measure for legal educa- 
tion was before Parliament, a clause was introduced, at the 
stance of the Council, for repealing the clause which forbids 
solicitors to act as county magistrates; but they were told that 
the country gentlemen were resolved to throw out the measure, 
unless that clause was withdrawn. 


J 


Mr. Frexp said he thought the records of the Council would 
show that the repeal of the clause in question was not advo- 
cated by them. 


Mr. Youne said ke must be content to remain at issue with 
Mr. Field in his facts. The Council had fought strenuously 
against the growing, he might say the “grown,” practice of 
giving situations, which 
risters, but they had struggled and 
present the bench and the bar had been too strong for them 


out the disproportion in numbers between the country 

in the Council, as compared with those in the body of the society. 
He thought that the feeling which had been elicited by that . 
day’s meeting would induce the Council to admit a larger share 
of the country element. 

A show of hands was then taken in favour of each of the three 
candidates successively, and Mr, F. Iltid Nicholl was declared 
elected by a large majority. 

With a vote of thanks to the Chairman, -the proceedings ter- 
minated, : 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 

The Committee of the Liverpool Law Society have recently 
presented to the members their report, wherein state, 
amongst other things, that the most important subject has 
occupied their attention has been that of the education of the 
candidates for admission to the profession, and they believe it 





inary examination was allowed to be a local one it the candi- 
dates desired it, and the intermediate examination may bea 
local one also if the examiners so decide. The preliminary. ex- 
amination applies only to clerks who shail be articled in or after 
Hilary Term next ; but the intermediat ination applies to: 
clerks articled since the Ist J: last. The list of works 
in which the intermediate examination is to take place has not 
yet been issued, nor have the — emer ob 
the preliminary examination. are - 
nish the names of any candidates for this examination, that the 





In the first instance, they prese 
well Cresswell, and on his referring the deputations that waited 
upon him in support of the memorials to the Lords of the 
Treasury, the Committee presented a similar memorial to 
them, and the matter now awaits their decision. 

The Committee hearing that it was the 
Chancellor to appoint the usher of the Court 


cient to work it. The committee 
sioner Perry on the subject of the accomodation at the Bank- 
raptey Court, and the Commissioner has directed alterations: 
to be made, which will considerably increase that accomoda- 
tion. 

The bills of the last session have been numerous; the most 
important of which is that - 
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resolution that the Law Society be requested to confer with 
the committee to consider the details of the bill, and to furnish 

of any objections or suggestions they might have to 
make upon it. The president and other members of the com- 
mittee accordingly waited upon the committee of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce on two occasions, and spent several hours 
with them, and at the request of the committee, prepared ob- 
servations in the form of a petition to Parliament, which was 
in the main adopted by the Chamber. ‘The committee regret 
that an Act of such importance should ultimately have been 
passed in so hasty a manner and so crude a form. 

The committee petitioned in favour of the bills for the con- 
centration of the courts and offices; and they also petitioned 
for the adjustment of the income tax on a more favourable 
basis, upon precarious and fluctuating incomes. 

The committee observing that the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer included solicitors in the terms of his bill imposing a 
duty on house agents, wrote to him on the subject, and in con- 
junction with the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association 
procured the alteration of the.clause, so as to exempt from 
additional duty duly qualified attorneys and solicitors. 

The question of practice as to the authority of solicitors to 
receive purchase moneys where their clients were not personally 
present, has not yet been settled. The stamp office have given 
an opinion that such an authority is not subject to duty, and 
the case bearing on the subject is yet undecided, a new trial 
having been granted by the Court of Exchequer, the judges 
being equally divided. 

The number of members has been increased by the election 
of Messrs. James Richardson, Jun., James Hamilton Bards- 
well, William George Sandys, Alexander Burnes Anderson, 
Thomas Geddes, of Warrington, Charles Richard Copeman, 
Thomas Henry Harvey, Charles Courtenay Deane, Henry 
Walter, and William Cropper. 


a ied 


PRESENTATION OF TESTIMONIAL TO JAMES 
ANDERSON, ESQ., QC. 

On the 25th inst. a meeting of the students of the Middle 
Temple assembled, in considerable numbers and in their cos- 
tume, in the Parliament Chamber, for the purpose of present- 
ing a testimonial to James Anderson, Esq., Q.C., on the occa- 
sion of his retirement from the office of treasurer at the close 
of his year of office. 

Qn the students being introduced by Mr. Dakin, the sub- 
treasurer. 

Mr. VitLENEUve Smirn said.—Mr. Anderson, a most 
agreeable duty has been allotted to me, for which I cannut 
sufficiently thank my fellow students of the Middle Temple— 
the duty of presenting an address on the occasion of your 
retiring from the office of treasurer. I may be permitted, 
before reading the address, to say that I shall always associate 
with my last year of studentship a sense of obligation to you 
in your official capacity, and to refer to that association as a 

that professional eminence and exalted position are not in- 
compatible with those lesser qualities and attributes, the exer- 
cise of which towards ourselves has called forth our thanks. 
In saying this, I am cure that I am but giving inadequate 
utterance to the sentiments of my fellow students; and | will 
now, with your permission, proceed to read those sentiments in 
their own address. 

The address, which was beautifully engrossed on vellum, was 
signed by about fifty of the students, and was emblazoned on 
either side by the arms of the Middle Temple and of Mr. 
Anderson, was as follows :— 

“Sir,—We, the undersigned, students of the Honourable 
Society of the Middle Temple, avail ourselves of the oppor- 
tunity presented by the expiration of your term of office as 
treasurer, to thank you for the many instances in which we 
have been indebted, in common with the rest of the members 
of the inn, to your solicitude for our interests, and attention to 
our personal comforts. 

“ We desire likewise to express our appreciation of the dig- 
nified and munificent manner in which the character of our 
inn was sustained on the occasion of the late ceremonial—the 
spening of the Library by his Royal Highness the Prince of 

‘ales. The complete success which attended that ceremonial 
we attribute chiefly to your good taste and unremitting exer- 
tions. ; 

“We iia ie neti incensiderable portion of 
your.time to objects in which we have had so large a personal 
interest demands from us the expression of. our warmest 
thanks; and in tendering them we beg permission to offer you 





the accompanying testimonial, as a slight material record of 
the occasion. 

“ November 25, 1861.” 

Mr. Roberts, who had borne the testimonial during the 
reading of the address by Mr. Villeneuve Smith then made 
the presentation. The testimonial consisted of a silver ink- 
stand, manufactured for the occasion. It was surmounted by 
the emblem of the Middle Temple (the lamb, cross, and 
banner), and bore on the sides the arms of the Middle Temple 
and of Mr. Anderson; also the following inscription :— 

“ Jacobum Anderson, Armigerum 
Conciliar. Regin., thesaurarium, : 
Studentes Medii Templi, 
Beneficiorum memores. 

Hoe donaverunt 


A.D. 1861.” 

Mr. Anderson, who appeared deeply affected, said, in reply, 
he could not sufficiently thank the students for this kind ex- 
pression of their estimation of the discharge of his late duties. 
On entering office he found that great efforts would be necessary 
on his part, in consequence of there being in hand so many 
works of restoration, improvement, and addition to the Temple, 
culminating in the Prince of Wales opening the Library, re- 
quiring no ordinary increase of exertion on the part of the 
treasurer. If his own sense of having endeavoured to perform 
the duties required of him had not been a sufficient reward for 
their performance, the address which had been presented ‘to 
him to-day, and the kind manner in which the students had 

ised what he had done, would be more thanample. The 
Temple had been much raised in public opinion; and ‘he 
hoped that prosperity would follow the students in the pro- 
fession to which they aspired. 

Mr. Anderson is succeeded as treasurer by Mr. W. Rodon 
Rennalls. 


ters 
on ant 





A New Orprr or Bankrurpts.—The list of bankrupts is 
beginning’ to take rank among light periodicals—with occas- 
ional sensational paragraphs. ‘The old list was rather monoto- 
nous in its stories; but the new contributors give great variety 
to it. Thus, on the roll may now be seen “ Esquires,” causing 
one to wonder as to what stock in trade was ly managed by 
those too enterprising gentlemen. “ Barrister-at-law,” too, now 
adds dignity to the company and men of Strange vocations 
afford a pleasant perplexity. What, for instance, is a “ mungo 
manufacturer?” Can it be adealer inslaves? Of “ solicitors” 
there is such a number as may well gratify a large, but ungen- 
erous, public of sufferers. The name would appear to be one 
which is supposed to carry distinction with it, for one bankrupt 
in a recent Gazette describes himself as “ solicitor—for 
orders in a saw mill.” This last individual is a wag, and 
may not despair of employment on some of the provincial 
papers most addicted to jokes. 


The Queen’s foreign service messengers are fifteen in namber 
The first three for service are obliged to be in attendance at the 
Foreign Office. Formerly there was no distinction between 
them and the home service messengers; they were all under 
the Lord Chamberlain, and their connection with his office is 
said to be the origin of the silver greyhound pendant from 
tLeir badge. Ata later period they were transferred to the 
secretaries of state, and took journeys abroad indifferently 
in their turn; but in 1824 there was a separation into home 
and foreign service. Lord Malmesbury reduced the number of 
foreign service messengers from eighteen to fifteen, and these are 
found quite sufficient, owing to the greater speed with which 
journeys are now performed, and the introduction of the elec- 
tric telegraph rendering many journeys unnecessary. Lord 
Malmesbury also reduced the number of journeys very con- 
siderably, effecting a saving of about £11,000 a year, ‘The 
Queen’s messengers formerly had very small salaries, only £60 
a year, but made large profits by mileage and other allowances 
when employed. The situation was worth £800 or £900 a 
year. Colonel Townley has stated that his profits were nearly 
£1,100 in one year. Lord Malmesbury altered the remunera- 
tion to a salary of £525 and the travelling expenses. This 
was considered by the messengers too great a reduction of their 
income, besides which the arrangement was open to the objection 
that it gave them an inducement to shirk work which was ex- 
pensive to them. Very recently Earl Russell has made a new 
plan, giving them salaries of £400 a-year and £1 a-day for their 
personal expenses while employed abroad, besides their travel- 
ling expenses. There is a pension on superannuation. . Their 
social position has been very much improved of late years, and 
the life is one that would be exceedingly agreeable to many per- 
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sons. To gentlemen who have left the army the appointment 
is very acceptable. Queen’s messengers are treated with great 
kindness and consideration abroad; they are usually invited 
to the minister’s table. They are examined on appointment by the 
Civil Service Commissioners; the qualifications required being 
an age between twenty-five and thirty-five, some know! 

of French, German, or Italian, and ability to ride on " 
The home-service messengers occupy a very inferior position. 

On the 25th inst. a deputation of wholesale and retail news- 
vendors waited on Sir Richard Mayne, her Majesty's Chief 
Commissioner of Police, at the office in Whitehall-place, for 
the purpose of calling his attention to the increase in the system 
of newspaper street hawking, more particularon Sunday. Mr. 
Chapman, of Foley-street, having stated the objects of the 
deputation, called the attention of the Chief Commissioner to 
the Act of Parliament passed last session (24 & 25 Vict. c. 21) 
in relation to street hawking, and which, he contended, gave 
the Commissioners of Police power to interfere in the matter. 
The Chief Commissioner said he could not, from the reading of 
any of the sections of the Act, sce that any ns going 
about with newspapers for sale were to be pn enn hawkers 
neither did he see any provision in it that empowered the 
police to interfere summarily. He added in reply to various 

tations, that it was not for him to say what the Lord 
yor or the city police ought to do, but he was clearly of 
inion that the police could not be employed under the Act. 

t. Smith, of Kings-cross, submitted that the system of street 
hawking of newspapers was not only a public nuisance, but an 
injustice to the newsvendors who paid rent and taxes, and 
whose trade in conjuction with the recent depreciation in the 
price of newspapers it tended materially to injure, To this 
TS ee 
just as a reduction in newspapers, but it 
iat ee got reason for the interference of the police. The 
practice was no doubt a nuisance, but he must look to the law. 
Any one specially annoyed could take the offender before a 

. Before setting the police force, which was a power- 
ful and numerous body, in motion on these matters he must 
see that he was perfectly justified in so doing. . 

We regret to have to announce the melancholy death, by 
suicide, of Mr. Charles Bridger, solicitor, of Winchester. He 
was Treasurer of the County of Hants, and of the Hants County 
Lunatic Asylum, and also Secretary of the Southampton and 
Isle of Wight Steam Packet Company. 


—_—_——— 
Law Students’ Journal. 


LAW. LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 1861-62, 
: Mr. THomas Henry Happan, on Equity, Monday, Decem- 
er 2. 
Rn OxtverR Harngs, on Conveyancing, Friday, 
—_——~———— 


Court Papers. 


GHinter Circuits of the Judges, 1861. 

Days and Places appointed for holding Special Commissions of 
Oyer and Terminer and Gaol Delivery, for the Undermen- 
mentioned places: 

County of Chester, Tuesday, December 3, at Chester. 
County of Devon, Saturday, Dec 14, at the Castle of Exeter. 
City of Exeter, same day, at the Guildhall of the snid city, 
County of Durham, Tuesday December 3, at Durham. 
County of Gloucester, Monday, December 2, at Gloucester, 
City of Gloucester, same day, at the City of Gloucester. 
County of Kent, Monday, December 2, at Maidstone. 
County of Lincoln, Thursday, December 5, at the Castle of 
Lincoln. 
City of Lincoln, same day, at the City of Lincoln, 
County of Monmouth, Friday, December 6, at Monmouth. 
County of Norfolk, Saturday, December 7, at the Castle of 

Norwich. 

City of Norwich, same day, at the Gulldhall of the said City. 
County of Northampton, Thursday, December 12, at North- 


am . 
nscale of Oxford, Tuesday, December 3, at Oxford. 
of Somerset, Thursday, December 19, at Taunton, 


_ County 
County of Southampton, Saturday, December 7, at the 
Castle of. Winchester 





County of Stafford, Saturday, December 14, at Stafford. 
County of Suffolk, Tuesday, December 10, at Bury St. 


Edmunds. 


County of Warwick, Thursday, December 12, at Warwick. 
County of Worcester, Monday, December 9, at Worcester. 
City of Worcester, same day, at the city of Worcester. 


Connty of York, Saturday, 


7, at the Casile of York. 


City of York, same day, at the Guildhall of the said city. 
County of Glamorgan, Thursday, December 19, at C 


Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS arrer Micwastmas Term, 1861. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 


At Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tuesday, Dec. 3 — ben | een 
Wednesday . 4..Petns. & 8. 
Thursday 
a betes . . 

turday .. 

Monday .... 9 Appeals. 

Tuesday ....10 

se ae The Second Seal 

Thursday By ony oe 

Friday...... 13 

—— 

Tuesday ....17 

ey “ge The Third Seal. 
ir _ 

Thursday ..19 App. mtns. & apps. 

Friday...... 20..A 


. Appeals. 
Saturday ..21..Petns. & appeals. 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At -lane. 


Tuesday, Dec. 3 { otioms Seal.— 
ro 4 
’. ° st General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 


Wednesday. .1) 
Thursday ...12 | Tpe.gncnd Seal 
Friday...... 43, .General paper. 

» sht, caus., 
Saturday...14{adj. sums., and 


clear day before the same can be | 


put in the paper to be so heard. 
LORDS JUSTICES. 
At Lincoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Tuesday,Dec 3 paella ly 


Saturday . 





Noricr.—The days (if any) on which 
the Lords Justices shal! be en- 
in the Full Court, or at the 
Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted. 
V. C. Sm R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 
The First Seal. 
Tecatay Dee 3 {tn gen 
Thursday .. $} General paper. 
Friday...... ee ee 
Saturday .. 1 z 
Monday .... at 
Tuesday ....10 > General paper. 
Wednesday. .i1 . 
Thursday .,12 1 ee ee ; 
Friday......13,,Ptns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday ..14 { Skt: causes, “adj. 


The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..12 Mtns. & gen. pa. 


» Friday......13., Petns. & gen. pa. 


causes and 


Saturday Mf 
Monday ....16 


Tuesday 22 | neal pepe. 
Wednesday. .18 


Thursday .-19 { The Third Seal.— 
Petns. 


tns. & gen. pa. 
Friday....+. 20.. & gen. pa. 
Saturday ..21 Short causes and 
, general paper. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked, at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

V. C. Siz W. P/ WOOD. 
meer 
The First Seal.— 

Tuesday, Dec 3 {es 8 om. bee 

Wednesday.. 4 

— oe 3} conera per 


eeteee 


5 i & general paper. 
Tuesday 10} Gener per. 


Thursday ..12 een pa. 
Friday......13..General . 


Petns., sht. causes, 
Tuesday ....17 | General paper. 
Teta 12} 
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Thureda 19 im Third Seal.— | N.B.—Any causes intended to be | Barrett, Henry, Bold, near Warrington, Lancashire, Farmer. Jan 15. 
Ye Mtns. & gen. pa. heard as short causes must be so Sol Foster, 40 North John-st, Liverpool. 
Friday...... 20. .General paper. marked, at least one clear day | Bellamy, Catherine, , Cambridgeshire, Widow. March 25. Sols 
Saturda 21 Petns., sht. causes, before the same can be put in the E. F. & E. Jackson, Wisbeach. 
Bis or! 86 paper. paper to be so Clarke, John, Penn, near Amersham, an Esq. Dec 3. Sols Barnes 


CHANCERY NOTICE. 
The Lord Chancellor directs that Copies of Answers (when printed) be 
left with the officers of the respective Courts, as well as Copies of Bills. 
(Signed) Ceci Monro, Registrar. 
Registrar's Office, 23rd November, 1861. 





Exchequer of Pleas. 
erg od at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Honour- 
Sir Freperice Potiock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of her Majesty's 
in of Exchequer, after Michaelmas Term, i861. 





MIDDLESEX. 

Monday .......cse0000. ooo” Dee. 3 
oe / Secccvevedecscte » 8 

‘ednesday ...... , = i 
Thareday +-.-c..cccccsce ” 57 Special Juries and Common Juries. 
WUEEEE ‘socccccceces eersse wy 
Saturday .......ccceseres oun 

Loxpon. 

Monday ....... seccccccese Dec, 9) 
BR svecisdccctcsee ee 
Wednesday ........ Be, wey | 

UPSday .....+00- ecoccce op 

IY seccveveccccccecce 5s’ @ 

Batarday ccccccccscccccce gy 16 
Monday...... sbevece. = 4 >Special Juries and Common Juries. 
ee api 

MIGERT cccccceccccccces | § 19 
Oe 
Saturday ..... bocvoncccee,pme 
Monday” che eqneaes sess gov a 

The Court will sit at Ten o’Clock. 

There will be a Second Court for the trial of Common Jury Causes when 
necessary. 

——>——_- 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


HOUSMAN~On Nov. 23, at Bromsgrove, the wife of Edward Housman 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. ; 4 
MARRIAGES. 
ANDREWS—HARE—On Nov. 26, the Rev. William Ryton Andrews to 
Marian, eogex of Thomas Hare, Esq., of Kingston-upon-Thames, 
Barrister-at-Law. 


HOLGATE—HARRIS—On Nov 27, at the Meeting Room, 9, St. Saviour’s 
Gate, York, John Holgate, Esq., solicitor, Rochdale, to Anna Hole, only 
surviving daughter of the late Thos, Harris, Esq., solicitor, Barustaple. 
DEATHS. 
TRESIDDER—On Nov. 20, at Falmouth, Nicholas Tolmie Tresidder, Esq., 
, in his 80th year. 
“WALLACE—On Nov. 19, at eaten, Louisa, wife of George Wallace, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 61 ; 
a cae 
Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bngland. 
Nawcome, Gronge WiLtiam, Upper Wimpole-street, Esq., deceased, and 
Samus. SEAWELL, of Southampton- thea ny Esq., deceased, One Dividend 
on £4,598 9s. 3d. Consols.—Claimed by Charles Yorke Seawell and the 
Rev. Henry Walter Seawell, the acting executors of Charles Seawcll, 
deceased, who was the sole executor of the said Samuel Seawell, de- 
ceased, who was the survivor. 


~~ - 
London Gazettes. 


GM indings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, Novy. 22, 1861. 
LimtreD in BANKRUPTCY. 

Vawe op Cuwyp Minive Company (Limirep).— Commissioner Fonblanque 
has appointed Dec. 4, at 1.30, to settle the list of contributories of this 
company. 

TourspaY, Nov. 26, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

— Assurance and Investment Association,—The Master of the Rolls 

has appointed R. P. Harding, 3 Bank-bidgs, London, and 5 Serle-st, 
Lincoln’s-inn, Middlesex, Accountant, manager of this company. 

North Wheal Exmouth Mining Company.—Petition for winding-up, 


re- 
sented Nov. 26, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on eT. 
oe Solicitor for the Petitioner, 20 King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st, 
on. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 


Last Day of Claim. 
Farway, Nov, 22, 1861. 
—- James, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Gent. Jan 25. Sol Moor, Wood- 


Barnes, Henry Sien. , Pits-o’th-Moor, Bury, Lancashire, ~¥ Jan 1, 
Sols T, A. wh Grundy & Co., 14 Uniory-st, Bury, Laneashire 





& Ellis, 7 acl firma 
—, Horo omas, emu, Hoe our Winter, Wilts, Esq. Dec 16. 
ury. 
Fi ahr aon. Heworeneh, Bucks, Farmer. Dec 16. Sol James, 
Temple-sq, Aylesbury, 
aria, ee of the Bedford Hotel, Southampton-row, 
Hammersmith 


Goslin, Mary 
Russell-sq, Middlesex, afterwards of 4 St. Peter’s-square, 
Jani. Sol Langley, 


8-8q! 
and late of the Bedford Hotel aforesaid, Spinster. 
3 Charlotte-st, Bedford-sq, W.C. 
Gregg, George, late Lieutenant in her Majesty’s 90th Regiment of Foot, 
at Allahabad, East Indies. Feb 15. Sol Kensit, cane, Hall, aanaes. 
Greener, Thomas, G@ d- 


ment’s-lane, Lombard- st, Lo 
Harding, James, Lion-common, Presta, and near Haslemere, Surrey, 
Carpenter, Dec 24. Sol Albery, Midhurst 
Hardman, Alfred Lloyd, Manchester, Solicitor. Jan 16. Sol Farrer, 22 
Cooper-st, Manchester. 
Harris, Robert, Egham, Surrey, Brewer. Dec 14. Sol Darvill, Son, & 
Poulton, Windsor. 
Holworthy, Anne, ‘Newtown-house, Box, Wilts. Jani. Anthony Adez, 
Wotton-under- Gloucestershire, Executor. 
— John, Chillesford, Suffolk, Labourer. Jan 25. Sol Moor, Wood- 
bridge. 
Mandea Serre Cheltenham-pl, Lambeth, Surrey, and of 24 Hyde-park- 
square, Middlesex, Civil Engineer. Jan 10. Sols Garrard & James, 13 
Suffolk-st, Pall Mall Last, London, 8.W. 
Okell, Edward, 2 Park-rd, fey etm ay , Liverpool, Team Owner. Jan !. 
st, 


Sol "Toulmin, 47 verpool 
——- 2 Frances, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Widow: Jan 25. Sol Moor, 


Smart, Charles Frederick, Friars, Canterbury, Professor of Music. Jan 1. 

Sols Booty & Butt, 1 eg pe Ng Gra 's-inn, London. 
Smith, Thomas, formerly of 66 St. P: Haber- 
. “Bers, de boa Dec 23. Sols Mac- 


of Wantage 
59 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Lond 
Tounsend, William Valentine, Cross Lances, Beanie, , Middlesex, Publi- 
- ew Sols Woodbridge & Son, 8 Clifford’s-inn, Fleet-st, 


Werwieer, William, Cambridge, Draper & Hosjer. Dec 31. Sol Foster, 
28 Trinity-st, Cambri ldge. 
Whitby, William, Chequer-yard, pe tomy London, Merchant. Dec 
16. Sol Vining, 2 Moorgate-st, London 
Turspay, Nov. 26, 1861, 
Barraud, Mary Ann, 4, Eden-villas, Knights-hill, Lower Norwood, Surrey, 
Widow. Feb1. Sols Madox & Wyatt, 30 Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st, 


London. 

Bisse, Mrs Charlotte, 49 Green-st, Park-lane, Middlesex, Widow. Jan 1. 
Sol. Aldridge, 27 ers. Russell-sq, Middlesex. 

Braden, Herman, , St. George-in-the-East, Middlesex, also of 
Finch-st, Whitechapel, and’ ‘of Leyton, Easex, Sugar Refiner. Dec 31. 
Sol Swepstone, 4 Regent-ter, Commercial-rd. 

Clarke, Rev Henry, Gisborough, North Riding, Yorkshire, Clerk. Feb |. 
W. Weatherill T. T. Trevor, Executors (no address). 

Hunt, James, late of her Majesty’s Ship Megera, at Portsmouth, Hamp- 
shire, a Captain in the Royal Navy. March 1. Sols Blandy & Biandy, 
1 Friar-st, ing. 

Mann, Emily, 19 Stock Orchard-villas, Holloway, Middlesex, Spinster. 
Jan 16. Sols Howard & Dallman, 141 Fenchurch-st, 

Nicholson, James, Temple Sowerby, Westmorland, Farmer. Dec 30. Sol 
Varty. 

Sandford, Mark, Morte, East Langdon, Kent, Farmer. Jan 6, Sol 
Knocker, Castle Hill Dover. 

Taylor, David, Liverpool, Broker. Feb 28. John Jackson Myers, Hu, 

, Huyton, Lancashire, Cotton Broker, and George Henry > 
Sandfield-cottage, Linacre-marsh, same county, Clerk, Executors. __ 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fawar, Nov. 22, 1861. 


— ow Elsworth, Cambridgshire. Dec 2. Brook v. Hannell, 
V.C 


Collett, John's » Albion-pl, Camberwell New-rd, Surrey, and of Hever, 
Kent, Builder and Farmer. Jan 8. Thornhill 7. Collett, V.C. Stuart 
Lewis, Thomas, Caersaer, Machynileth, Montgomery, Gent. Dec 14. 

Lewis v. Davies, M.R. 
Reith, Joseph, Salisbury, Linendraper. Davis v, Reith, V.C. 
Wood. 
Tourspay, Noy, 26, 1861. 
Nichols, John, sen., Resear; Surrey, Bookseller and Stationer. 
Nichols v. Nichols, M.R 
Pridgeon, Robert Lawrance, New Sleaford, Lincolnshire, Tailor and Wool- 
len Draper. Jan 7. Tomlinson v. Pridgeon, V.C. Kindersley. 
Thompson, John Mills, Munster House, Fulham, Middlesex, Leather Fac- 
tor, Dec 23. Chamberlain v. Tompson, V.C. Wood. 
Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Fripar, Nov. 22, 1861. 
Coltart, Alexander, 27 Cartwright-st, Doncaster, Draper. Nov. 16. Sol 


Fisher, Doncaster. 

Dobie, William, Cartwright-st, Doncaster, Tea Dealer: Novy. 19. Sol 
Fisher, Doncaster. 

Edwards, Frederick, oecaenpe ged —, Oct 28. Sols Sharp, 
Harrison, & Sharp, French-st, Sow 

Green, William, Leeds, General come “Oct ai. Sol Booth, 25 Bank- 
st, Leeds. 

Plowright, bvuden’ Spalding, Lincolnshire, Innkeeper. Nov 18. Sol 

lames, Birkenhead, Joiner & Builder: Oct 28, Sol Quinn, 

22 Lord-st, Li ‘ 


Wilson, Samuel, Dudley, Worcestershire, Milliner and Outfitter. Oct 25 
Sol Wood, 278 Bucklersbury, London, 


Dec 15, 


Dec 16. 
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Darley, Thomas, Bishopbridge, Glentham, Lincolnshire, Coal Merchant, 
be oa -4 , and Brick and Tile Manufacturer. Oet 3 31. Sol Daubney, 


Bonen, oy Doncaster, Tailor and Draper. Nov 7. Sol Wright, 6 St. 
George-sate, Doncaster. 
ames, Brentford, Middlesex, Grocer and Tea Dealer. Oct 30. 
Sol Marler 3 3 King’s Bench-walk, Temdle, London. 
Thompson, Mary Jane, Swanland, Yorkshire, Spinster. Nov 11. Sol 
Holden, 2 Parliament-st, Kingston-apon-Hull. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farway, Nov. 22, 1861. 
Smalley, Sa. » Moon’s Mill, Walton-le-dale, Lancaster, Draper. Oct 26. 


swell Joh Nov 19. 
Bedwell, John, 61 a , London, Tailor and Draper. Nov 13. Com- 
position. Reg Nov 2 


Brogden, Thomas, ng aga Mumps, Oldham 
Wooilen Draper. Oct 22, Assignment. Reg "Nov Is. 
r ha soe Chorley, Lancashire, Brewer. Oct. 22. Aasignment. 
ov 1 
Flint, Joseph, Sheffield, Boot and Shoe Maker. Nov I. Assign. Reg Nov 18. 
“ea Bradford, Yorkshire, Drper. Oct 24, Assignment. 
rie , George, Milford, Hants, Grocer. Oct 19. Assignment. Reg 
‘ov i 
Haynes, William, Hinckley, Ribbon Dealer. Nov 9. Assign. Reg Nov. 20. 
Jackson, John, and Thomas Jackson, Stockton, Durham, Boot and Shoe 
Makers. Oct 24. Assignment. Nov 21. 
Jenkins, Edward, Stroud, Gloucestershire, Outfitter. Oct 28. Assign- 
ment. Reg Nov 20. 
7 David, Globe Inn, Ulanarth-st. Boat, Monmouthshire, Inn- 
keeper. Oct 19. ent. Reg Nov 
Se Henry, Gower-st, Leicester, Garter. Oct 21. Composition. 


Reg 
Jones, rites, “& James Jones, srecaee Monmouthshire, Grocers and 
hay Eeg Nov 20. 
Old “Bosweli-ct, Middlesex, Printer. Nov 7. As- 
night, Joseph Henry 
—_ TF es 3 bo ‘Tastings, Printer. Oct 26. Assignment. Reg 


Lapensie, Jo John, Semrea Lo Silk ae kar. Nov 15. 
torsh: nt. Nov 
Littlehailes, ida, Bandorited, Bice he thes Maker. Oct 29. Assign- 
Page, iam ht y she Godalming, Su Ta Oct 24. © 
e, Wi ugustus, eet: mner, 4. Com 
{ and General Release. Reg Nov 20. a 
Pats, Taylor,’ Monkwearmouth es) “Durham, Timber Merchant. 


Composition. Reg Nov 
Schaeffer, Charles Peter, 9b New , no London, Merchant. Oct 28. 


ory a Nov 21. 

Spaul, William olomew, Norwich, Carpenter aud Builder. Nov 11. 
Assignment. Reg Nov | 

ee » Charles, 76,77 cn 78 Edgware-rd, Middlesex, Silk Mercer and 
Mili Composition. Reg Nov 20. 

Vizard, Frederick, "Dursle , Gloucestershire, Common Brewer. Nov 1, 


Assignment. Reg Nov 

oe Henry Coghlan, Bristol, Hosier. Novi. Assign. Reg Nov 20. 
rose bye Fa Morley, Batley, Yorkshire, Butcher. Oct 21. Assign- 
men 

ba Noga, Wehdeshoxt, Sussex, Farmer. Nov 9. Assignment. 


Wright: Rob Robert, Bradford, Cabinet Maker. Oct 29. Comp. Reg Nov 21. 


Turspay, Nov. 26, 1861. 

Babb, John, 18 Seller-st, Chester, Tailor and Draper. Novl. Assign- 
ment. Reg Nov 

Beghem, Edward, Needham Market, Suffulk, Butcher and Cattle Dealer. 
Oct 3 ‘Assignment. Reg Nov 23. 

bien William Clark, Royal Oak Inn, King-st, Wakefield, Innkeeper 
and Builder. Oct 30. Assignment. Reg Nov 23. 

Brignal, William enatee pe tm i <= tg Wholesale Druggist 
and Drysalter, Oct 29 Assignment. Reg Nov 22 

ba ag = Joseph, D hire, Baker and ‘Flour Dealer. Nov 


pny Reg Nov 

Chaundy, John Godfrey, and enp Harris Chaundy, Muswell-hiil, Boar- 
stall, Buckingham, Farmers. Nov 15. Assignment. Reg Nov 22. 

ee, = Long Crendon, Bucks, Farmer. Nov 13. Assign. Reg 


Vv 23, 
chinnor William Henry ~—— <~ S aemeer and General Shop- 
Assignment. Reg N 





keeper. Nov 2. 
Clark, Isaac, Devizes, Butcher. Oct 30. po Reg Nov 23. 
Cooke, John, 2 Heathfield-pl, Uxbridge-rd, Ealing, Middlesex, Milliner 
and Haberdasher, Oct 26, Assignment. Keg Noy 22. 
Ovemm James, and William Crowther, Canteen Mills, Todmorden, 
Yorkshire, Cotton ee Oct 31. Assignment, Composition, 
or Inspectorship, Reg Nov 22. 
eave Frederick, ‘ae Boot Maker. Oct 28, Assignment. 


Fertek Datel, Wrottestley-st, Birmingham, Picture Dealer and Book- 
seller, Novy 22. Release. Nov 23. 
Hedley, See a Ret pool, Durham, Boot and Shoe Maker. 


; e e OV 22. 

Parkin, Richard, » Knox, Yorkshire, Agent and 
fon dokan tae ). Mov 16. 5 ge Nov 22, 
Traveller, Nov 16. t. Reg Nov 22. : 


Near ede ape NN as Gk 





Sanders, Thomas, 46 Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn, ‘Refreshment- 
a Keeper, ay ome peta Lincoln’s-inn, Law Nov 

Smith, W: a Kent, Market Gardener. Nov 19. Assign- 
ment. Reg Nov 22 

Tennant, Joseph, Preston, oe. S Oct 24. Assignment. Nov 2t, 

— “hae Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Nov 15. Assign- 

ent. 

Wailer, ——o ‘Shefteld, Grocer, _— > and Beer and Provision 

Dealer. Oct 3 


Assignment. Reg Ni 
he or Char’ a meee Serena, Middlesex, Gent. Nov 5 
Willis, Thomas, 2 Chandos-rd, Stratford, Essex, Attorney and Solicitor. 
Assignment. Reg Nov 22. LOT 
Wise, John, jun., Finchley, Middlesex, Coach Builder. Nov 15. Com- 
position. Nov 23. 
Yates, George, Blackburn, Draper. Nov 12. Composition. Reg Nov 22. 


j Gankcupls, 
Fripay, Nov, 22, “ . 
Arnold, William Parsons, 25 Warner-st rd, Surrey, Noy 12. Reg 
Winslow : Dec. 5 at 10.30; London.’ : Pennell. 
_—s a Booth, Pudsey, Yorkshire, Cloth Monefacturer. Nov 
Reg Pa yne: Dec 5 at 11} Leeds. Off As Young. 
Ashworth, Thomas, es Betting Man, Pet Nov20. Dec 9 at 


Birmingham, Off 
Baker, Andrew William, a Bookseller. Nov 14, Reg Hazlitt: 


* elit 
12. Reg Abrahall : Dec 5 at 11; London. 

Ball, Mark, Huddersfield, Cloth Fuller, Nov 14 Reg Payne: Dec 5 at 
11; Leeds. Off As ‘As Young. 

Barford, George, Bird-end, Luton, Bedfordshire, Straw Hat and’ sig 
and Stiffening Manufacturer. Pet Nov 20, Canes Lato Dec 4 at 
12; Luton. Off As Williamson. Sol 

Barnasehing, Anthony, 16 New-ri, Gra Ken, eters Dar 
Nov. 13. Reg Southgate: Noy. 28 at 11; Gitvesins 


gate. 

Barnes, Geo: j Noweatio-ente- tise, Fi Portes | ey Pet Nov 20. xi 
AB gn and Knight, wie 
e, james x 

Bateson, boven dong St. Sepulchre-gate, Doncaster, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 20. 

> Rom Dec 3 at 12; Doncaster, Off As Mason. Sol Harle, 10 


Leeds. 
Beaumont, John, Flixton, Suffolk, Innk: eng and Parner 
Pet Nov 14. Reg Fox: Dec 10 at 12; Off As Fox, 
Pollard, Cs Datei meaatet, i oo ceiabiide ve 
Becking! New-rents, |, Kent, Horse Mays vol 
Pet Nov 21. Hazlitt: Dec ae, at en London, As Graham. 
Sols Miatitis & 19 oer an Line mn, Lond. 
Bellard, W illiam Coates, t dgware-r, Mid Nov. 12. 
ttedon : Dee eat 3 0; anes 
, John eye 65 Howard-st, North a7 oe Mariner. 
by Nov 16. Dec 17 at 10; North Shields, As Ingledew. Soil 


Kinnear. t, 
Regen, Frank, Nottingham, a Nov I4. Reg Patchitt: Dee 4 at 
te! 


Tipton re, Surgeon. Pet Nov 19. Dee 
12 at If. hs Whit itmore. ra Sete Bsatae, Dudley, and James 
Knight, Peruana 
Brooksby, William, Bulwell, Nottinghamshire, Lime Burner Builder. 
: Dec 4 at 10; Nottingham. As Pat- 


Pet Nov 19. Reg Patchitt 
ottingham. 
Hunter, 31 Wellington-ter, Newcaatle- 


chitt. Sol Smith, N 
Brown, Archibald ee ah 
Butcher. Nov 11. Dee 12 at 10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Clayton. 
Brown, 0 Ravel ! 5 ener Marlborough-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex, 
Vv 21. Miller: Dee 17 at 330; London. 
on "As Ke Edwards. "nel te 19 ‘<n City. 

Buikeley, Thomas, !! Bridge-rd, H “Middlesex. Nov 12. 
Reg Abrahall; Dec Oat fy Landen, Off As Johnson. ; 

Bullock, Charlies, Warwick, Innkeeper and Builder. Pet Nov 21. Dee 9 
at i2; Birmingham. Off As Whitmore. Sols Newsam and Chadwick, 
Wai rwick, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Bush, William, Brentwood, Essex, Farmer. Pet Nov 14 (in form’ pau- 
peris). Reg Winslow : Dec 2 at 10; London. Off As Pennell. 

Bussell, Benjamin, Neath, Glamorganshire, Commercial Traveller and 
Deal in Boots and Shoes, Pet Nov 19. Reg Morgan: Dec 5 at 12, 
Off As Morgan, Sol Tripp, Swansea. 

Calvert, Thomas, Lomax-st, Rochdale, Iron Moulder. Pet Noy 19. Heg- 
Woods: Dec 9 at 12; Kochdale. Off As Woods. Sel Standring, jun., 
Rochdale. 

Canler, William, Nedging, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Nov pis yan Prety- 
man: Dec 2 at 11; Ipswich, Off As Pretyman. Fuller, Stow- 


Case, Thomas, Low-lane, Halewood, Childwall, Lancashire; Boot & Shoe 
Maker. Pet Nov 18. Keg Ansdell: Dec 9 at It; St. Helems, seas 
Ansdell. Sol Marsh, 15 Market-st, St. Helens. 

Chapman, James, South Town, Gorleston, near Great Yarmouth, 

Shipwright and Boat Builder. Nov 16. Teg Hazlitt : Dec 12 at 114 






Chureh, A Kinga, Sho, 4 
n ~st.- 
Nov 20 "Re Lee: ap lyrr ng probs sana Sol 
PP gent om & ‘ Revet Clare, Fram! 

and Ketase ” Rey 





$i “eva ag lr cuit} 
cr fhomen Benn Yarn pa rie ae 


Broadbent, Sheffield, 
Cullis, Ann, Lowesmnodr, St, Martin, Worcester, Coil Desler isi Gin, 
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7 oe Reg Hill: Dec 4 at 11; Worcester. Off As Hill. 


Rea, W 

Dairy, William = mn. 23a Bruton-st, poy rete London. Nov il. 
Reg Miller: Dec 21 at 11; Fam omy Off As Edwards. 

Davey, Thomas, W: . Essex. Nov 18. Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 2; 
London. Off As Edwards. 

Davis, James, Prince of Wales Public-house, Thorpe-road, Peterborough, 
Licensed Victualler. Nov 20. Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 12; London. 
Off As Edwards. Sol Solomon, 22 Finsbu' , London. 

Dawson, The Rev. William Vancrossen, . Wi 
, Orders. Pet Nov2l. Dec 9 at 12; Birmingham. Whitmore. 

Sols Elliott, 69 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, and E. & H. Wright, Bir- 


Dennis, Robert Fyson, acne Cambridge. Reg Hustwick: Nov 29 at 
lL; Soham. Off As Hustwic' 


Henry Lowman, Gea, Contractor for Public Works and 
Contractor. Pet Nov 20. Reg Carew: Dec 5 at 12; Exeter. 


6 As 
ottingham, Box Manufacturer. Noy i4. Reg Patchitt: 


Off As Patchitt. 
ohn, 9 } Mincing-lane, London, Wine Merchart. Pet 
: Dec 12 at 11; London. Off As Stansfeld. Sol 


Pet Nov 19. Ree 
: Dec 17 at LI; Southampton. Off As Thorndike. 
, Manchester-st, Southampton: 
ohn Arthurs, 3 North-row, Park-lane, Middlesex, Clerk. Pet 
Nov 9 (in forma pau ). Reg Miller : Nov 30 at 12.30; 
Off As Edwards. Sol 4 


lompton, Devonshire, Fellmonger and 
Carew: Dec 5 at 12; Exeter. Off As 


st, Goodman’s-field’s, Whitechapel, 
Reg Abrahall: Dec 7 at 12.30; 
Rushbury, 32 32 Coleman-st. 


Famnedge, Sarah, Paul’ ee High — Buckinghamshire, and 
aston-st, High Wycombe, Miner et Nov 20. Reg Hazlitt: Dec 
13 at 2.30; Off As Graham. Sol Spicer, 5 Staple-inn, 


London. 

Fenner, David, Alma ange neg 9 Union-st, Blue Town, STU Kent, 
Licensed Dealer. Pet Nov 19. Edmeades: Dec 7 at 12; Sheer- 
ness. Off As Sol Solomon, 21 Finsbury-pl, edly 

ag heey Richard, 6 Waterloo-pl, Robert’s Town, Aberdare, Glamorgan- 
shire, Market Gardener. Pet Nov 18. Reg Rees: Dec 10 at 11; Aber- 


Off As Rees. Sol Hollier. 
Middlesex. Novy 18. Reg Hazlitt: 


Forth, John, E decthenanonthies yoo Sawyer, Wood Merchant, 
9 ad wyer, erc’ 
and Surve Pet Nov 11, Reg Gaches: Dec. 2 at 10; Peterborough. 


Sol Ri 
vvamienan, David, tate of New York, America, previously of 35 Duke-st, 
London, and now of 15 Bloomfield-st, , formerly Coffee- 
house Keeper and occasionally dane es, Pet Nov 20. Reg 
hy ok Dec 7 at 1; London. Off As Johnson. Sol Murray, 26 Great 


Ont ae am oreton-st, Strangeways, Manager of a Cotton Manufac- 
tory. Pet Nov 20. ne Dec 2 at 10; Salford. Off As Hulton. 


Sol 
Gravil, ‘Attercliffe, Yorkshire, Grocer. Nov 14. Reg 
Payne: Dec 7 at 11; Sheffield. Off As Young. 
Greenwood, Thomas, 13 Goswell-rd, London, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
13 Reg Miller : Dec 17 at 3; London. Off As Edwards. 
Godden, Edward Thomas, 17 Great Randolph-st, Camden Town, Middle- 
+ agar abe ee Pet Nov 18. Reg Hazlitt: Dec 10 at 12.30; 
London. Off As Stansfeld. Sol Edell, Sise-lane, London. 
on. Of As 


Nov 


Goor, Coleman Van, 124 -st, Bermondsey, Surrey, 
Steel Pens, Pet Nov 18. — Dec 4 at 2; London. 


Bell. Sol Solomons, Finsbury-pl 

Hague, Dnhtadelcen Sheffield, Anvil Maker and Publican. 

Pet Nov 20. Dec 12 at 12; Sheffield. Off As Wake ake and Rodgers. Sol 

Hancock, Washington, Barossa-pl, Brompton, Middl Nov 12. Reg 
rompton, lesex. Nov 

Winslow: Dec 3 at 10; London. Off As Pennell. 


Hanson, William, Ossett, Yorkshire, Rag Dealer. ‘Nov 15. Reg Payne: 
Dec 5 at 11; Leeds. Off As Young. 

Hartshorn, John, Nottingham, Ma r of Lace Machines. Pet Nov 7. 
, nll Gg oe be welll alae ottingham. Off As Harris. Sol 


a 

Harvey, Adam Young, 69 Albert-ter, North Shields, Builder and Mason. 
Nov. 14. Dec 17 at 10; North Shields, Off As Ingledew. 

Harvey, George, Manor Farm, Bramshaw, Wilts and Hants, Farmer. Pet 
Nov 19. reo: Dec 4 at 2; London. Off As Johnson. Sol 


Stocker, 61 Cornhill 
Heard, David, Barking, Essex, Carpenter. Nov. 15. Reg Miller: Dec 
Het 5; Landen. beth Meme -e Llandaff, Glamorganshire, 
lorgan-st, 

18 ge pag phen meager Pet Nov 20. Re loue: Dec 9 at 
iL; Cardiff, Off As Sol Wilcocks. 
Herbert, Charles Major, W: . Pet Nov 21. Reg 
a Dec 6 at 11; Birmingham. Off As Kinnear. Sol Barnett 


se nag Pn Henry, 5 —s Blue Anchor-rd, ad: 
Pet N Reg Hazlitt: Dec 13 at 
London. Off As Graham. Sol Png 18 Great Dover-st, Hevlagion, 


Holme, Francis, 10 West-st, Liverpool, Butcher. Pet Nov 13. Hime : 
Det 6 at 12; Liverpool. Off As Hime. Sol Hi baniiek denial: Maer. 


wet dames, and Richard Beli, near Bury, Lancaster, Cotton 
ia Pet Nov 18. Reg Simons: Dec 3 at 12; 
. Off As Fraser. Lal Manchester. 


. Pet Novis, Reg Trough- 





eens. Dec 21 at 1; Coventry. Off As Troughton. Sol. Duke, Birming- 
Howell, William, 15 pat obey Liverpool, Iron and Tin Drum Manufacturer. 


Pet Nov 20. Reg Brougham: Dec 5 at 11.30; Liverpool. Off As Bird. 
Sols Harvey & Harvey. 

Huet, Frank Alexander, Wolverhampton, Dentist. Pet Nov 21. Dec 9 
at 12; ham. Off As Whitmore. Sols Thorn, Wolverhampton, 
and James & Knight, Birming 

Jennings, Thomas, 4 Norman- Aer, Wandsworth- rd, Surrey, Button Dealer. 
Pet Oct Hazlitt : Dec 4 at 10.30 ; London. 


22 (in form pauperis). 

Off As ee. Sol Sorrell, 19 Mark-lane, London 

Johnston, David, George Tavern, —_* North Shields, Licensed Vic- 

Nov 14. Dec 17 at 10. ledew 

Johnson, Gaskell, wees Merchant. Pet Nov 19. Reg Lee: Dec5 
at 12; Live: Morgaa. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys. 

— John (not jy as pe a in las. Tuesday’s Gazette). ss 

Thomas, 5 Caroline-st, St aga Oxford, Tallyman ——_. 


Beet y: Dec 3 at 10; 
ae a, olor’ Pet Nov 18. Reg Sim 
Fac ons : 


Law 

aig ‘on As Pots Sol Boote, Manchester. 
Lawrence, ones Birmingham, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 18. Reg 
Guest: Dec 20 at 10; Birmingham. Off As Guest. Sol Assinder, 


Carrs-lane, ne, Birmingham. 
verton, John Henry, 6la a er eg Carver and Gilder. 
Pet Nov 18. Abrahall : 1.30; London. Off As Beil. 


wy 2 canta gs Fm gar yr ter. 
ov.13. Reg Newill: Noy 2 at 10; Wellingan Of'Aa Newll. 


Linley, Henry Hounsfield, Nov 14, 

Longturst, James, Cro Ia OH ANYON ees en 
urst, 

. Pet Nov 19. Reg Winslow: Dec 6 at 10; pr ge 


. ne Parry, Croydon. 
Thomas, V: oan Bee ‘Windle Lambeth, Surrey, Agent. Pet Nov 19 
oa ee ot inslow : Dec 3 at 10; London. Off As 
Uhidley, 26 Sia Jewry, London. 
Lumley, John, Midd Yorkshire, Journeyman Joiner. Pet 
Nov 16. Crosby : Dec 5 at 113 Stockton, Off As Crosby. Sol 


Dobson, 

Lyons, George Josep! oodiands, Great Missenden, Buckinghamshire. 
Pet Nov 19, tee Winslow: Dec 5 at 3; London. Off As Pennell. 
Sols Harrison & » London, 


Lewis, 6 Old Jew 
ly, Tailor. Reg Gaches: Dec 7 at 
11; Peterborough. hes, 

Marshall, Samuel, Stockton, Accountant. Pet Nov 19. Reg Crosby: 
Dec 5 at 2; Stockton-on Tees. Off As Crosby. Sol Trotter, Stockton. 
Marshall. Woolstan, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Grocer. Pet Nov 21. Reg 
Waterfield : Dec 5 at 11 ;Nottingham. Off As Harris, Sol Lees, Not- 


tingham. 
op Sleaford, Lincolnshire, Tea Dealer. Pet Nov 19. as 
Nottingham. Off As Harris. Sols Brown & 


: Decl at ll; 
Gon, Lanoota. 
hae ’ Walter John, Messing, Essex, V: Surgeon. Pet Nov 21. 
Barnes: Dec 3 at 11; Colchester. As Barnes, Sol Jones, 
Sharp, Englefield-green, Egham, Surre Aggy 4 


le dl bee 11 at 12 5 Chertsey. 
Gregory, Sol Voules, W: 


Moore, George, Somersham, Suffolk, Butcher, Cattle Dealer. Pet Nov 19 
(ie ieee oem. Reg Abrahall : Dec 10 at 1.30; London. Off As 
Bell. Sols Sheriff & Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and Pollard, Ipswich. 
Moss, William, 82 Chancery-lane, Holborn, Middlesex, Boot and Shoe 
‘Maker. Pet Nov 18. Reg Winslow : Dec 5 a 2.30 London. Off As 

Pennell. So! Levy, 18 Surre' Suk Farm ‘ali 
— John, Nettlestead, Suffolk, Farm Bailiff. “Pet Nov 15. om Se 
: Dec. 2 at 2 ; Suffolk. Off As Newman. Sol. ) 


ury, London. 
Newton, John, Neath, Glam: cagnaulive, Deshi in Chews. Nov 12. Reg 
Orme: Dec 9 at 1; Bristol. Off As Acraman. Sol Brittan, Small-st, 


Bristol. 
Nicol, Robert, Elgin Arms Tavern, Notting-hill, Middlesex, Tavern 


Keeper. Pet Nov 16 (in forma pauperis). Reg Winslow; Dec 5at lo; 
London. As Pennell. 

Nicholson, William, Low Ha: ye ie Baker, Nov 14. Reg 
Payne: Dec 5 at 11; Leeds. 

Nixon, Th Plummer-st, Seeman a Newcastle- -upon-Tyne. Nov 
11. Dec 12 at 10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off As. Clayton. 

Page, John W' , 5 Princes-st, Walworth-rd, Surrey. Novll. Reg 
Winslow: Dec 2 at 10: London. Off As Pennell. 

. Freeman, Boxford, Suffolk, Farming Bailiff. Pet Nov 20. Reg 

Hazlitt: Dec 12 at 12.30; London. Off As Stansfeld. Tarrant, 2 


Bond-et, Walbrook, London, and Brooke, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk. 
Pembridge, Philip, Hay, Brecknock, Tailor and Draper. Pet Nov 19. 

Reg James: Dec 16 at 11; Hay. Off As James. Sol Games, Hay. 
Péquoir, Jean Noel, 16 Water-lane, London, Clerk and 4 
Pe 21 (in forma pauperis). Reg Winslow: Dec 3 at 10; 


Pint Raffaele, 7 Onslow-ter, Lorimor-rd, Walworth, Surrey, Artist and 
Dealer in Pictures. Pet Nov 16. Reg Winslow: Dec 5 at 1.30; London. 


oe 


Off As Pennell. Sol Levenson, 12 St. Helen's-pl, 
Porter, John, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Middlesex, Solicitor. Nov. 19. Reg 
Miller: Dec 17 at 1; London, Off As Ed 
Pratt, Thomas George, Wilby, Northampton, Bric *k Maker and Lime 
: Dec 10 at 12; London. Off As 


Burner. Pet Nov 18. Hazlitt 
Ry thy Ls ’s-inn, Holborn, London, and Becke, 


Rands, George, Werrington, N. Fariller, Machineman, 
and Higgler,” Pet Nov 16. Reg Gacher: Des PR ra 


i 


Pet 
Sols. 
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Rhodes, Thomas, Cheetham-hill, Manchester, Patent Wadding Manufac- 
a Nov 16. Reg. Simons: Dec 2 at 12; Manchester. Off As Her- 


rit, ‘Abraham . at -lane, Middlesex, Glass Cutter. Nov 18. Reg 
: Dec 12 at 12; ion, Off As Graham. 

Roe, semchera, Warter-st, Lianelly, Carmarthenshire, Bread and Biscuit 

Baker. Keg Jones: Nov. 28 at 12; Llanelly. Off As Jones. Sol Per- 


kins. 

Rogers, John, 28 A egw St. John's Wood, Middlesex, Nov 16. Reg 
Winslow: Dec 5 :; London. Off As Pennell. 

Searth, Robert, Morley, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufacturer. Nov. 14. Reg 
Payne: Dec. 5 at 11; Leeds Off As Young 

Schmidt, Emily, 5 Somerset-ter, St. Georges-1d, Pimlico, Middlesex, Lodg- 
ing-house pare. Pet Nov 15. Reg Winslow: Dec 5 at 12; London. 


ion. 
Scott, Richard. . Lancaster. Pet Nov 20. Reg 
Hime: Dec in at2; Liverpool Of Off As Hime. Sol Wynne, Union-ct, 
Live 


rpool. 
Scott, Thomas, Black Bull Inn, Scotch-st, Carlisle. 


isle, and Horse- 
breaker. Pet Nov 18. Reg. Halton: Dec, toate Its Off As 
. Sol Carlisle. 
Shaw, ge , Butcher. Nov 14. Reg Payne: Dec 7 at 11; 


Spencer, William, Silverstone, Northam 

Nov 15. Reg sheppard: D Dec 2 at 11: Towcester. Off As # 
, Samuel , Essex, Baker. Nov 15, Reg Hazlitt: Sat 

3; London. Off As 

Stephens, 


Stansfeld. 
William, 155 Ryland-rd, ae ee Builder. Pet Nov 18. 
Reg Guest: Dec 20 at i. Off As Guest. Sol Sargent, 


Eldon-chmbrs, Cherry-st, 

Tarbuck, Mark, 1 Norih-at, oo “Mile-end, Middlesex, Fishmon- 
r. Pet Nov 18 (in forma pauperis). Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 2; Lon- 
. Off As Edwards. 


Jonas, 24 Portsdown-rd, Maida-hill West, Middlesex. Nov 16. 
azlitt: Dec 18 at 1.30; London. Off As Graham. 

omas, William Joseph, Hay, Breconshire, Attorney: 

. Pet Nov 20. Reg Orme: Dec 9 at 11; Bristol. Off As Miller. 
Sols J. & J. H. Linklater, Walbrook, London, and Abbot, Lucas, & 


Leonard, Bristol, 
Timmis, William, Sandy-lane., Norton-in-the-Moors, Cordwainer. Pet 
Nov 20. Reg Challinor: Dec 3at 11; Hanley. Off As Challinor. Sol 


Henry, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Confectioner. Pet Nov2l, Reg 
aterfield : Dec 6 at 11; Birmingham. Off As Kinnear. Sols James 


AL 


if 


& Knight, Birmingham. 
Tribe, James, 12 Canterbury-ter, Berestord-st, Walworth, Surrey, ~ 
formerly of 76 Basinghall Wholesale Fancy 


st, London, Stationer. 
Nov 21. Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 3; London. Off As Edwards. ois 
Cutler & Weall, 5 Bell-yd, Doctor’s Commons, London, 

Upten, Gocume Seamm, 30 Clarence-st, Islington, Middlesex. Pet Nov 20. 
Reg Miller a abd a ape — aan eat Sol Doyle, 2 


tingham, Commission t. Nov 14, 
Patchitt : eed 00 8 Nottingham. Om As Patehict. ~ 


Warren, James, W: ‘ater-st, Charlestown, Ashton-under-Lyne. Pet Nov 19. 
Reg Simons: Dec 10 at 12; Manchester. Off As Fraser. Sols Sutton, 
Manchester, and Evans, Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Watts, William, New Whittington, near Chesterfield, Grocer, Draper, and 

ae owe Nov. 13. Reg Payne: Dec 7 at 11; Sheffield. Off 


Wetwon Hisery, Sheitield, Scale Cutter. Nov 14. Reg Payne: Dec 7 at 
11; Sheffield. Off As cans. 
sq, Brompton, Middlesex. Nov 19. Reg 
Off As Pennell. 


White, Isaac Taylor, formerly of Long Buckby (not Buckley, as adver- 
tized in last Friday's Gazette). 

Thomas, Falling Heath, near Wednesbury. Pet Nov 21. 

bese wil Dec 6 at 11; Birmingham. Off As Kinnear. Sol 


Williams, John Willit, 73 Willow-walk, Bermondsey, Surrey. Nov 13. 
Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 3; London. Off As Edwards. 

Winterborn, sn, 5 apg A gorge y b= tgs Os Savage Carpen- 
ter. Nov. 19. Reg Miller: Dec 17 at 12; London. 


Bacon, John, 17 Church-st, York, Tea Dealer. Grocer, and Confectioner. 
Nov2l. Reg Perkins Porting: Dee 8 at ttc York. Off As Perkins. Sol 


Pet 
ay he, aa ed 
, James, 30 Primrose-st, Without, 


Baster, Ji Middlesex, Builder. 
jpeg “That ac aaammets Reg Miller: Dec 22 at 12; Londen. 
Bates, Daniel, Thornton, Notti » Miller. Pet Nov. 25. 
Patchitt: Jan. 21 at 10; Bingham. Off As Patehitt, act Cone 
Fietcher-gate, N ham. 


Bell, eS Essex, Gent. Pet. Nov 22. 
Reg Winslow: Dec at 10; London. Off As Pennell. Sol Anderson, 
17 Great James-st, Be tford-row, 

a Mold Green, Dalton, near Huddersfield, Grocer. er 

Reg Wilde: Dec 9 at 11; Leeds. Off As. Carrick. Sols Floyd 


Dealer, and General Dealer. Pet 20. Reg 

Troughton: Dec a at'35 Coventry Off As Troughton. Sol Smalibene, 
ventry. 

Bienkarn, Frederick, Manchester. Nov 18. Reg Miller: Dec 21 at 12; 

Bisschor, John, 68 Welesubo-ct, Halme, Commission Agent and 

and Fruit Dealer. Pet Nov 21. Reg Hulton: Dec7 at 10.30; Salford . 

Off As Hulton. Sol Hi Manchester. 


Bluck, Edward, Mere olt-hill, Tranmere, Chester, Attorney-at- 
Law. Pet Nov 23. ag, ba a a ne tg Off As Morgan. 
Sol Godfrey, 14 Dale . 

Boiston, Redcar, Innkeeper. Nov 19. Reg Wilde: Dec 


Off As 
Bolland, David, Bowling, Se Ee. Nov 14, Reg Robin- 
po agg Rainer! Aang + Off As Robinson. 


Buckley, 1 Northumberland-pl, Paddington, Middlesex, Plumber, 
Painter and’Glasier, Pet Nov 8. de: Winders Doe 11 at 10; Lenton. 
Off As Pennell. Sol Davis, 10 Golden-sq, Regent-st, London. 


Richard, Evesham, Worcestershire, Bookseller, Stationer, 
and News Agent. Pet Nov 22. Dec 12 at 11: . Of As 
Whitmore. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham, and Evesham. 


Great York Stable 
ey ye General Dealer. OS pen an wen tana nie 
Lis London. Off As Johnson. Sol Eldred, 8 Great James-st, Bed- 
-row. 
Ce ee S Seng 
and Solicitor. yaad f “er Windy "Des 8 at 10; Landen 
| Aw hmm ge » Veralam-tidgs, and Morgan, 


one Cornelius, 77 Grosvenor-st, Bond-st, Middlesex, Dentist. Pet 

Nov 22. Reg Miller: Dec 21 at il; London. Off As Edwards. Sols 
Pawle & , 7 New-inn, Strand, London. 

Cave, Ann, Ni ee of Wight, Baker, Grocer, and. To- 
po gg i eg a Reg. Blake: Dec 7 at 11; Newport. Off As 
Blake. joyce, 

— James 7 sae ng Aberystwith-ter, Middlesex, 

louse Decorator. Pet Nov 22. Reg Winslow . Dec 7 at 10; London. 


Clark, William, Ross, Herefordshire, Cheese Dealer. ‘ov ld. Reg Col- 
lins : Dec 6 at 12. Off As Collins. 


Clarke, John 49 Moorgate-st, London, and 29 Eastbourne-ter, 
Hyde- Law and . Nov 23. 
Ries San, more nee tienes 


Cla: cham ’ 
esex. Pet Nov 22. Say ee: renee Off Ass 
Edwards. Sols Sole, Turner 
Clements, Neak hill, Rowntord, Kesex, and Pork 


Consta’ “Donghton-anderthe-Biean, Kent, Beet S> Ghee Blair. 
Pet Nov 21. Reg Tassell : Dec 10 at 11; Faversham. Off Ass Tassell. 


versham, 
Cotton, George, No 13 Court, No 11 House, Spon-st, Coventry, Builder, 
pea Slater, and Plasterer. Pet Nov 20. Reg Troughton: Dec 
on ean Sol 





Wood, John, Three = Inn, Queen-st, Oxford, ae and Grazier. 
Nov 15. Reg Dudley: a Oxtord, Off As Dudley. Sol 
Williams, 136 High-st, Oxford. 

Woodthorpe, William, 32° William- ts A ey Islington, Middlesex, Car- 

20. Abrahall : at 11.30; London, Off As Bell. 


penter. Nov 
Sols Lewis & Sons. Wilmington- 
bad yg Scarborough a Agent. Nov 14. Reg Payne: 
Dec 5 1; Leeds. te Young 
W Witla Bayt Iffey, Oxfordshire, Boatbuilder. Pet mag 2. Reg 
Baler: Dog at 10; Oxford. Off As Dudley Sol Willisms, 136 High- 
Tusspay, Nov. 26, 1861. 


Andrew, William, Lincoln, Boarding-house Keeper. Pet Nov 25. Reg 
pat P.- ~ 1 io SS 12; Kingston-upon-Hull, Off As Carrick. Sols 


aide, Dani ~~ a Toy Lore and Fancy Warehouse- 
Pet Orme : 40 at 1; Bristol. Off As Acra- 





in, Ramoor, plate Manufacturer 
bert enn Neher aa. ‘Dec 12 at 12; Sheffield. Off Ass Wake 
& Sol Sheffield 


Binney, . 
Crick, James, Soham, Cambridgshire, & 
Farmer. Pet Nov 22. Reg Abrahall: Dec 10 at1; London. Of As 


Off Sol Portsea. 

Crosswell, hen Hawes, 86 St James’-st, ey ee 
and Spirit lerchant. Pet Nov 22. Reg Hazlitt: Dec. 10 at 2; London. 
Se Sols Hughes, Hookes, & Co., 1 St. Swithin's lane, 


Crowther, John, 2 Hi oxton, Middlesex, Grocer and Tea Dealer. 
Pet Nov 23. I eS. ta at 2; London. Off As Johnson. 


Sol Beard, 10 
Davison, Wiliam, Wigton, Cumberland, Tanner. Pet Nov 13. Reg Were: 
pet bad Bi 4 oe were. heating + Boat : “ 
porter of Jewelery and F sy ood. Pet Nov 18. Reg Dec 17 at 1; 
- Off As . , 46, Finsbury-cireus, London. 


Hammond-passage, Hants, Draper. Nov 
19. laag Hashes: Dec 18 08 2.30 London, Off As Graham. 
Emberlin, Richard, Commercial Tra- 


veller. Noy 18. Reg Hazlitt: Dec 17 at 11.30; London, . Of As 


Farquharson, Richard Archibald, 8 Holland-ter, Millbrook-ra, 
Sula tie Lava ton Win Dec 10 at 1,30; pret tear 7 
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re Vincent, Cannon-row de por oe Middlesex. Nov 19. 
Dec 21 at 11; London. boty 


F Edward, jun., Great Ormond. Middlesex. Nov. 
ta. tee Wind Best 10; Len Landon. yar, due ag, Mi 


Fox, Thomas, Great Yarmouth. Fubing Merchant. Pet Nov 
25. Reg Miller: Dec 21 at 12; gy Of As Edwards. Sols Law- 
rance, Plews. & Boyer, 14 old Jewry-chambers, and Reynolds & Pal- 
mer, Great Yarmouth. 

se ma ane Ealing, Middlesex, Tavern Keeper. Nov 18. Reg Abrahall: 
Dee 13 at 11; London. Off As Johnson. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Frankham, Samuel, 9 Mead-row, Westminster-rd, Lambeth, 
oar Nov 16. Reg Winslow: Dec 11 at 10; London. Off As 


Fry, John Frederick, Sheffield, Pork Butcher. Pet Nov 22. Dec 7 at 
11; Sheffield. Off As Young. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 

y, Isaac, Chalk Farm, Camden Town, Middlesex, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Nov 23. Reg Abrahall: Dec 13 at 12; London. Off As 
Bell. Sols Young, Jones, & Vallings, Saint Mildred’s-court. 

Gale, Thomas Cocks (otherwise Thomas Cocks), Hercules-bldgs, Lam- 
ea: Nov 14. Reg Winslow: Dec 11 at 10; London. Off 
As Pennell. 
Gallagher, James O'Neil, 22 Maddox-st, Regent-st, Middlesex. Nov 21. 
Winslow : Dec tl at 10.30; London. Off As Pennell. 
Nov 19, Reg Blake : 
Liverpool, Builder. Reg Brougham: Dec 
Off As Turtte: 


Godsell, rye Whippingham, Isle of Wight. 
Dec. 7 at 11; Newport. Off As Blake. 
G Soke, Pet Nov 21. 
7 at 11.30; Liverpool. 
field, Charles, 9 Luard-st, Caledonfan-rd, Middlesex, Cab Proprietor 
Reg Abrahall; Dec 13 at 12; London. 


Nov 21, 

Hill, William, 11 Stones-st, Commercial-rd, East, Middlesex, Provision 
Dealer. Pet Nov 22 (in form& pauperis). Reg Winslow : Dec 6 at 
10.30; London. Off As Pennell 

Holmes, Francis, 88 Myrtle-st, Liverpool, Book Keeper. Pet Nov 23. 
Reg Hime: Dec 10 at 2; Liverpool. Off As Hime. Sol Conway, Liver- 


pool, 
Holloway, Thomas, 44 Latimer-st, South Birmingham. Pet Nov 22. i 
: Dec 20 at 10; Birmingham. Off As Guest. Sol Fuller, | 
Sheepcote- st, Birming' ham. 
Hurley, siren Coffin's-ct, Smythen-st, Exeter, Joiner. Pet Nov 22. 
— : Dec 7 at 11; Exeter. Off As Daw. Sol Fryer, Cowick-st, 


Haseeno, William, Mycock-st, Manchester, Joiner and Builder. Pet 
Nov 19. Reg Kay: Dec 16 at 12; Manchester. Off As Kay. Sol 


and Greengrocer. 
Off As Bell 


Eltoft, st, Manchester. 

Jones, Evan, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Pet Nov 21. Orme: Dec 10 at 12; Bristol. Off As Miller. Sols 

J John H F Ss P 

jones, John Henry, rog-st, — Shopkeeper. Pet Nov 21. Reg 
Morris: Dec 12 2 at 12; Swansea. Off As Morris. Sol Morris, 5 Rut- 


land-st, Swansea. 
Knock, ‘William Henry, 121 High-st, —y re Fruiterer and 
. Pet'Nov2t. Reg Darvill: Dec 5 at 11; Windsor. Off 
As Darvill. Sols Bevan & Co., 4 Quality-ct, Chancery-lane, London. 

nina John, & Alexander Shaw, Manchester, Calico Printers and Com- 
Agents. Pet Nov 23. Reg Wilde: Dec 13 at 11; Manchester. 
Off As Fraser. Sols Sale, Worthingtor, Shipman, & Seddon, Man- 
Lake, Benjamin, Hengrove, Aston Clinton, Bucks. Nov 13. Reg Win- 

: Dec, 11 at 10, London. Off Ass Pennell, 


Lampiotass Robert Elliott, 3 Capland-st, Lisson-grove, Middlesex, Soli- 
citor. Pet Nov 21. Reg Miller: Dec 21 at2; London. Off As Ed- 


Lawton, James, Morley, Yorkshire, Cloth Maker. Pet Nov 14. Reg Nel- 
son: Dec 13 at 11; Dewsbury (Of As Nelaon. Sol Harle, Leeds. 
Lester, George, Lord Nelson in, Do t, Deptford, es Pet Nov 13. 
Winslow: Dec 11 at 10; London. Om As Pennel 

George, 16 Bowling-green-st, Kennington, satay. Pet Nov 26 
<i | — Des 16 at 11; London, Off As 

t, 
John, Grout-st, Greets-green, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. Pet 
sooner te Watson > Dec 6 at 2; Oldbury. Off Ass Watson & Watson. 


Sol : 
Martin, James, , Lincolnshire, Tea Dealer. Pet Nov 19. Reg 
pve ree Dee 5 at 11; Nottingham. Off As Harris. Sols Brown & 


Bh gg so nll Darley Dale, a, Coal Merchant. Nov 16. Reg 
Payne: Dec 7 at 11; Sheffield . Off As Young. ‘ 

Marlow, Henry, Teddesley-street, Walsall, Journeyman Collar Maker. Pet 
Nov 20. Dec 4 at 10; Walsall. Off As Clarke. Sol Walsall. 

Mannall, William, Melton, Suffolk, Corn Chandler and Coal Merchant. 
Pet Nov 2t. Reg Winslow: Dec 6 at 10.30; London. Off As Pennell. 
Sols Chidley, 25 Old Jewry, London, and Badham, New Bridge-street, 

, agents for Welton, Woodbridge, Suffolk. 

— Thomas the younger, Sackville-street, Barnsley, Beer-house Keeper 

and Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 20. Reg Shepherd: Dec 9 at 10; Off As 

Shepherd. Newman & Sons, Barnsley. 

Moore, John, Ely, Cambridgeshire, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 22. Reg Abra- 
hall: Dec 10 at 2; London. Off As Bell. Sol Richardson, Old Jewry- 


bers 

Moore, Samuel, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Hy Merchant et Fish Carer. Pet 
Nov 22. Reg. _— Dec 12 at 12; Lowestoft. Off As Reeve. Sol 
Atkinson, Norwi: 

Morgan, John, 23 Wint-st; Commercial-rd, Pimlico, Middlesex, Joiner and 
Contractor. Pet Nov 23. Reg Hazlitt: Dec 17 at 11; London. 
Off As Stansfeld. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl, London. 

Mustard, Andrew Robertson, 2 White Conduit-st, Park-rd, Islington, Mid- 
dlesex, Baker. Tet Nov 25. Reg Miller: Dec 2] at1!; London. Off 
As Edwards. -Sol Smith, 15 Wil n-8q, London. 
Nickson, Cuthbert, Euston-st, Blackpool, Lancaster, Livery Stable 
Keepet. Pet Nov 20. Reg Patteson: Dec 11 at 2; Lancashire, 
As + 68ol Plant, Preston. 

a 65 Parliament-st, Liverpool. Nov 19. Reg Hime: Dec 9. 


Ord, Edward, Crook, Durham, Draper and Taylor. Nov 19. oo uo 
Dee'6 at 11.30; Neweastie-upon-T yne. Off As Baker Hoyle, 
Newcastle-upon- 





Ord, Thomas, Sutiderland, Veterinary Surgeon and Smith. Nov 19; 
Reg Gibson: Dec 6 at 11; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off As Baker. Sol 
o’ ‘Mate Re sragrigtace Montpelier-sq, Middlesex, 
ion, Fe -st, Mon rompton, 
icensed Victualler. Pet Nov 20. log Window Dec 7 at 10; Lon- 
oon Off As Pennell. Sol Todd, 75 Newgate-st, London. 

Paine, William, Botley -hill Farm, Titsey, near Godstone, Surrey, Farmer. 
Pet Nov 25. "Reg Hazlitt: Dec 17 at 2. Off As Stansfeld. Sol 18 Great 
Dover-st, Newington, Surrey. 

Palser, William, Angelina-st, Birmingham, Brace & Bit Maker. Pet Nov 

; o Guest: Dec 20 at 10; Off As Guest. Sol Allen, Moor-st, Bir- 
mingham. 

Percival mage James, Althorne, Essex, Oyster Dredger. Nov 15. 

: Dec 7 at 11; Maldon. Off As Codd. 

Pate Neary, 42 Worcester-st, and 54 Hill-st, Birmingham, Cooper. Pet 
Nov 2t. Off As Guest: Dec 20 at 10; Birmingham. Off As Guest. 
Sol Webb, New-st, Birmingham 

Pinkney, George, Pithill, Durham, Publican and Cowkeeper. Nov 19. 
Reg Gibson: Dec 6 at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off As Baker. Sol 
Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 

_— Stephen, Denbigh-terrace, Longmen mg Lancashire, Warehouse- 

man. Pet Nov8. Reg Kay: 6 at 12; Manchester. Off As Kay. 
Sol Hewitt, 20 Bond-st, | mately 

Podd, Humphrey, 11 Charles-st, Ipswich, Bricklayer and Plasterer. Pet 
Nov 23. Reg Pretyman: Dec 9 at 11; Ipswich. Off As Pretyman, Sol 
Pollard, Old Butter Market, Ipswich. 


James, Aston-rd, Birmingham, Brass Founder. Pet Nov 2%. Dec 
i2at ll; Birmingham. Off As Whitmore. Sols East & Parry, Bir- 
mingham 

Potter, ‘Thomas Nadauld, Smalley and Mapperley, Derb , Butcher. 
Pet Nov 21. Reg Ingle: Dec 12 at 11; Belper. As Ingle. Sol 


Shaw, y: 

Rae, Alexander, 12 Took’s-ct, Chancery-lane, Middlesex, apo ste ol 
Pet Nov 20. Reg Winslow: Dec 11 at 10.30; London. Off As Pennell. 
Sol Howell, Bow-lane, London. 

Read, John, Gumberland-row; en Middlesex, China and Glass 
Dealer and Law, Writer. Pet Nov 2 aoe Hazlitt: Dec 12 at 2; 
London. Off As Graham. Sol Marchal, Hatton-garden, Middlesex. 

a —_ Wellington-street, Leeds, Butcher and Grocer. 

Nov 22 they Sangster: Dec 12 at 12; Leeds. Off As Sangster. Sol 
Harle, Leed: 

Redfearn, Jemml; Vine Cottage, Cato-street, pot Bloomsbury, , Birming- 
ham, Warehouseman. Pet Nov 22. Reg G + Dec 20% at 10; Bir. 

mingham. Off As Guest. Sol Corles, Great Gaattenarenn 

Redgrave, Cornelius, Brydges-street, Covent-garden, Middlesex, Bagatell 
Board Maker. Pet Nov 20 (in form& pauperis)). Reg Abrahall : Dec 
12 at 12; London. Off As Johnson. 

as ame John, Foston Heath, Foston, Derbyshire, Farmer. Pet Nov 14. 
Reg Hubberstey: Dec 9 at 2; Burton. Off As Hubbersty. Sols Southall, 
& Nelson, Birmingham. 

Riding, Tom, Little London, 


Leeds, Carver, Gilder, and Paperhanger. 
Reg Mason: Dec 7 at 11; Wakefield. Off As 


Pet Nov 21 Mason. Sol 
Emsley, Leeds. 

William Alfred, 12 Ebenezer-ter, Francis-st, Birmingham, 
Wholesale Dealer in Porter, and Retailer of Beer. Pet Nov 22. Reg 


Guest: Dec 20 at 10; Birmingham. Off As Guest. Sol Fluck, Ben- 
nope. Bi am. 
, John, 20 Portland-st, Elswick-lane, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
sed Victualler. Pet Nov 20. Dec 12 at 10; Newcastie-upon- 
‘Tyne. On As Cla ton, Sol Scaife, Newcastle-upon- 


Rolfe, John, King’s Hs a 48 Gerrard-st, Soho, Mi , Licensed 
Victualler. Hazlitt: Dec 17 at 1.30; London. Off 
As Graham. Sols Talbot , 47 Bedford-row, London: 


Rudd, James, Arundell-st, Suematt, Beerhouse Keeper and Grocer. 
Nov 22. Dec 12 at 12; Sheffield. Off As Wake & Rodgers. Sol Binney, 
Sheffield. 

Sadler, John, Fishergate, near Shoreham, Sussex, Master Mariner. Pet 
Nov 22, Reg Evershed: Dec 6 at 4; Brighton. Off As Evershed : 


Sol Lay, 44 y, London. 
Sale, James, Jun., Chesterton, "Staffordshire. Joiner, Builder, and Retail 
Brewer. Pet Nov2z. Dec 10 at 12; Birmingham. As Kinnear, 


- eet & Winstanley, Newcastle-under-Lyme, and Knight, Bir- 


Ph nm Thomas, jun, Fillongley, Warwickshire, Labourer. Pet Nov 
20. Reg Troughton: Dec 23 at 1; Coventry. Off Ass Troughton. Sol 
Smalibones, Coventry. 

Shaw, Robert, Stanton, near Bakewell, Derby, Higgler and Toll-gate 
Keeper. Pet Nov 22. Reg Hubbersty: Dec 10 at 12. Off As Hubbersty. 

Shons, William, Yorkshire-st, Oldham, Wireworker. Pet Nov 18. Reg 
Summerscales: Dec 12 at 12; Oldham. Off As Summerscales. Sol 


Ascroft, Oldham. ; 

Smith, John, 48 St. Paul’s-rd, Walworth, Surrey. Nov 21. Reg Miller: 
Dec 21 at 11; London. Off As Edwards. 

Smith, Richard, sen, Hoo, Kent, Land Surveyor and Market Gardener. 
Pet Nov8 (in forma pauperis). Reg Acworth : Dec 10 at 12; Rochester. 
Off Ass Acworth. Sol Munday, 6 Essex-st, Strand. 

Smith, William Henry, 1 Commercial-rd East, Middlesex. Nov. 19. Reg 
Hazlitt: Dec 17 at 12.30; London. Off As Graham. 

Smyth, William, Hereford, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 23. Dec 12 at 12; 

Underwood, Hereford, and 


Birmingham. Off As Whitmore. Sols 
E. & H, Wright, Birmingham. 

Sparrow, George, 28 Compton-st, Brunswick-sq, Middlesex, Eating-house 
yao and Lodging-house Keeper, Pet Nov 26. Reg Miller: Dec 
ot = iL, London, Off As Edwards. Sol King, 54 Great Coram-st, 


spas, ‘William Samuel, 7 St. John’s-road, Hoxton, Middlesex, oo 
Builder. Nov 22. Reg Abrahall: Dec 10 at 1.30; canton: 
> opt meen Sol Nash, 12 ie “it wot igg East Hoxton. 

Squire, me Rence-pk Farm, Harkstead, near Ipswich, Farmer. Pet 
Nov 22. Reg. Winslow : : Deeé ab iD t London. Tae Sols 
hens ‘& Austin, 23 Lawrence-la»e, Cheapside, 

Stammers. John, Bedfield, Suffolk, Dealer. Pet N of. Reg Ch : 
Dee 9 at 11; ity ore Off As Clubbe. Sol Moseley, 


a . Darlington, Pipe Man a: Pet og a ‘Reg 
= Gio: Des at 1230 ipeou-Uidgs, Chaucer, * Aaoe; ehese 
Butcher-bank 
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wallow, Benjamin, 6 Cow-green, Halifax, Painter. Pet Nov 23. 9 

oreokia : Dec 13 at 10; Halifax Off As Dyson & Rankin. Sols See AW STUDENTS. DEBATES G BOCES, 
& ESTABLISHED Max 1836. 

Tem uaetrr deme Fate a2 Nee ; 

4 4 a 3 The Society meets every Tuesday Evening, at 7 o’Clock for the Discus- 
otson, Samuel, Todm: lice Constabl Pet N 21. 

7 a anlic Tebueeies. OF Aa Dincready sieh sion of Legal and Jurispradentia! Questions. = 


Blomley 

vee Joho Andrew, Joiner’sq, Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, Coal Dealer. 

Nov 22. Reg Challinor: Dec 7 at 10; Hanley. Off As Challinor. 
Newcastle under-Lyme. 

Waiker, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Grocer. Pet Nov.23. Reg Wilde: 
Dec 7 at 11; Manchester. Off As Hernaman, Sols Boote, Manchester, 
and Lord, Ashton-under-Lyne.~ 

Watkins, Edmund, Brighton-st, Manchester, Tripe Dresser. Pet Nov 20. 
Reg Kay: Dec 16 at 12; Manchester. Off As Kay. Sol Dickenson, 


Manchester. 

Webster, Benjamin, Hurworth-upon-Tees, Durham, Grocer, Butcher, and 
Provision Dealer. Pet Nov 23. Reg Gibson: Dec 9 at 11; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Off As Baker. Sol Story, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

West, Luke, Emscote, Warwickshire, le Dealer. Pet Nov 15 (in forma 

* ). cy Beg Dec 9 at 10. Off As Tibbits, Warwick. 

, sohn, Great Driffield, Yorkshire, Shoemaker. Pet Nov 20. fim 
Conyers: Dec 9 at 11; Great Driffield. Off As Conyers. Sol Allen 


Great Driffield. 

White, Charles Henry, Crawford-street, Marylebone, Middlesex, Glass, 
China, and Earthenware Dealer. Pet Nov 20. Reg Winslow: Dec 9 at 
a ——— Off As Pennell. Sol Pittman, Upper Stamford-street, 

white, Mviliioms, St, Matthew’ 's-place, Hackne pap .roed, , Haberdasher, Hosier, 

Seller, Pet Nov 26. Reg Dec 21 at 2: London 
or as Soi Lewis, Trafalgar-place East, Hackney-road, Mid- 


Thomas Provis, ag _ -street, Montagu-square, oe 
- Pet Nov 22. Reg Hazli 12 at 3; a Te 
Sols Harrison 


Stansfeld. Lewis, OL id Jewry, Londo’ 
Wilcox, Robert William, 49 Lamb’s Conduit-st, Middlesex, ee Pet 


.. Nov 19, Reg Abrahall : Dec 7 at 11 ; London. 


Wildy, James, 3 Union-crescent, New Kent-road, ; sure, and Lager f 
of No 25 Bell-yard, Carey-st, Middlesex, La 
al form4& pauperis). Reg Abraball : Dec Yo at 1: London. vO As 


Wilkineon, Edm und, Oaken Gates, Shiffnal, Salop, Innkeeper and Leather 
Dresser. Pet Nov 19. Dec 5 at 10; Madeley, Salop, Off As Potts. 
, Sal 


Sol Bidlake, W op. 
, George, Burslem and Wolstanton, Staffordshire, Flint Grinder. 
Pet Nov 22, Dec 10 at 11; Birmingham. Off As Kinnear. Sols James 
& Knight, Birmingham, and Walker, Burslem. 
—— ohn, 23 Enfield-rd North, Kingsland, Middlesex, Rent Collector. 
Pet Nov 19. Reg Hazlitt: Dec 12-at 1.30 ; London, Off As Stansfeld. 








AZLITT and ROCHE’S LAW of MARITIME 
WARFARE. A Manual of the Law of Maritime Warfare; em- 

the decisions of Lord Stowell and other English judges, and of 

the cm at courts, and the opinions of the most eminent jurists; with 


an-appendix of the official documents and corresdondence in relation to 


Do ace a By WILLIAM HAZLITT and H. P. ROCHE, Esgqrs., 
t-Law. In 12mo. 1854. Price 10s. 6d., cloth. 
V. & R. Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 








'ABLISHED 1 

LBERT "MEDICAL and FAMILY ENDOW- 

T LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 

nog 7, Waterloo-place, London. 
Branch a Madras, Bombay, Agra, and Hong Kong, 
is cee throughout the United Kingdom. 

B..t.. IncoME, AND en OF THE cancnies 

The accumulated assets exceed .......s.sse000% secsceceseees £650,000 


progressing at the rate of about £25,000 per annum. 
The Company contracts the following description of business:—Life As- 
surance on Healthy and Diseased Lives, Annuities and Endowments of 
all kinds, India Risk Assurances, and Guarantee business; and confers 
b 34 Insurers great facilities and advantages, coupled with perfect secu- 


and pecnliar features have been adopted, in order to render the 

Company's Policies additionally valuable as securities, and to offer tothe 
beg theresa ongdgmed licies may be saved from forfeiture. 

Prospectuses, forms of proposal for Assurance, and every information, 

may be obtained on ap; tiene to any of the Society’s Agents; orto the 

feeretaty, at 7, Waterloo-place, London, Ss. as to whom applications for 

agencies in places not efficiently rep y be d 
FRANK EASUM, lormne 4 








RITISH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 


and DISCOUNT Cot aaa (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 


Capital, £200,000, in 20,000 p syeontd £l0each. £3 per share paid. 
AIRMAN. 
METCALF woPaddb, ta, Bishopsgate-street. 


Messrs. PATTESON & COBBOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 
ANAGER. 
CHARLES JAMES THICKE, Esq.,17, New Bridge-street. 

INVESTMENTS.— SD swe rate of interest on money pe ey. ma 
wie Se Commons 3 or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
LOANS.— raven are made, in ne ee eee, 
proved personal and other , instalments, ex 
ae over 4 period sonigeelons te renee: ee ? 
of 


A 
be obtained. = ‘a TOSEPE K. JACKSON, meer. 








QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION. 
For Tuesday, December 3rd, 1861. President—-Mr. Dowsz. 

Mr. Amos will move, pursuant to notice,—‘‘ That Rule IT. be amended 
by making the following addenda: ‘ And that in the event of any Debate 
adjournment to the following or any other bats 

thereof to those Members 
are al ited to on the Question for Discussion fixed for 
to which such Debate is adjourned. And the receipt of 
be equivalent to notice that the question appointed for that 
not be brought on for discussion until further notice.’ ” 
move— 


i; 


II.—** That a Committee be —— submit for the 
consideration of the Society a scheme for future application of 
its surplus funds.” 


Mr. Hits will move— 
IT1.—* That it be an instruction to the Committee to be so sppatated, 
to tale tate hee eeneuel See eS 
such surplus towards having the Debates of 
ng of the legal p ablations othe da, ori 
form of a record of pi 
The Secretary will move—* That the at its rising on the 17th 
inst. do adjourn until Rcanye ned January, 1862.” 


281.—A residuary tee attests a a legacy to another 
person—Will he be en‘ to the increased reidue 
Gurney v. Gurney, 3 Dru. 208 
Affrmative—Mr. Garen and Mr. BLAKE. 
Negative—Mr. Amos and Mr. Hew.err. 
For , December 10th, 1861. President—Mr. Hs. 


Mr. Shion 4 tensioned bedeen the debate, and Messicurs Wane, 
Hanrsin, and Stusss to speak on the question. 
For Tuesday, December \7th,1861. President~Mr. Wineate. 
282.—Can an alienee of a cov ti 


ent S 8 ae of the estate 
3.—Preston on Abstracts, 57 ; ‘Sugden V. & P. 486; Spencer’s Case, 
1 Smith’s Leading Cases. 
Mr. Braprorp and Mr. WHEELER. 
Negative—Mr. A. Linpo and Mr. Brown. ' 
Subscribers to the Library or Lectures of the Incorporated Law Society ; 
Clerks articled to Members of that Society; and Clerks who, bean 
articled, are in the service of Members of the Society, are 


election. 
of the Rules and all requisite information will be furnished by 
the tary, Waren Cae e becoming Members, are 
requested to communicate. 

ENTRANCE Fes, 10s. ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, 5s. 


Members requiring Books from the are requested to 

for them in the Arbitration Room five minutes Sclenctclock oie 
Evenings of Debate. : 
Tue CoMMITTEE HAVE URGENT NEED OF QuESTIONS For Discussion. 
GEO. L. WINGATE, Secretary, 

9, Copthall-court, E.C. 


ONDON INVESTMENT COMPANY.—Forty 
reef -nempeadlygeind ad om May be had a bargain. Interest at 
the rate of 10 per cent. recei' Ay bomgeehen 
Apply by letter, N. & B., . Wy eer ng 1 


GENTS’ REGISTER: Being a 
betical Index of the Towns nat the United 


and on bien offices. Large Post Fo! 
London: Yates & ALEXsNDER, u 














Just ORY t 
ARRY’S STATUTORY JURISDICTION IN 
CHANCERY, 1861; a Treatise on the Statutory Jurisdiction 
tos the Court of Chancery, with Forms. By WM. WHITTAKER BARRY, 
, Barrister-at-Law. 1 Vol.,8vo. 1861. Price 15s., cloth 
“4 The utility of such a work, if well done, is manifest. The law is 
be read and embered, and the 





lished on the first of each or 
offices, Beauty, 
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HEDDAR LOAF CHEESE, 6344., 7}d., and 8}d. 
r Ib. 
Tipe Stilton, 7d. to 1s. per Ib. 
Small Dantzic Tongues, as. 64. per half dozen. 

Prime Ox ditto, 2s. 3d. each, or three for Gr. 64. 

Osborne's Peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and 
Rutters in perfection, at reasonable rates; other first-class Provisions 
equally moderate ; packages gratis. 

OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
Osborne Hv use, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. Paul’s, E.C. 
CONOMY and COMFORT, DURABILITY and 

NEATNESS, are the advantages to be derived by all purchasers 
= - justly celebrated GUTTA PERCHA Bottomed BOOTS and 

They are about half the usual price. 

They are impervious to damp, and comfortable in all seasons. 

They are made of the best material, and very easily repaired. 

They are of the most approved shapes, and wear in all 

SEASONS double the time of LEATHER. 

Ladies’ Elastic Side and oe Boots, 5s. 64. to 7s. 6d. 


mere Boots, 3s. 
Gentlemens’ Elastic ide Boots, Ss. to Ils. 
Gentiemens’ Shoes and Bluchers, 5s 6d. to 7s. 6d. 
Misses’ and Boys’ Boots in great variety, from 2s. 3d. Boots and Shoes 
properly soled with gutta percha, at half the tes ‘of leather. 
All goods and workmanship guarranteed. on Establishment, 132, 
High-street Whitechapel. Works, Greenhead, Glasgow. 


ODELS of SHIPS or BOATS made to Scale or 
Order. Blocks, deadeyes, anchors, cannon, flags, figure-heads, 
&c. and every article used in fitting up models of ships, cutter and 
schooner yachts, screw and paddle boats. Models cleaned and repaired. 
Models ot any description made for seoenes in actions at law. Ensigns, 
—. and signal flags made to ord: 
W. STEPHENS, the Model Dockyard, No. 23, Trinity-square, Tower- 
hill, near Barking Churchyard, E.C. 


AIR DYE! HAIR DYE! HAIR DYE!— 
GILLINGWATER’S ATRAPILATORY is the best Hair Dye in 
England. Grey, red,or rusty hair dyed instantly to beautiful and natural 
brown or black without the least injury to hair or skin, and the ill effects 
of bad dyes remedied.—Sold at all Chemists and Perfumers of repute, and 
by the proprietor, W. Gintincwater, 148, Holborn-bars, and 96, Goswell- 
road. Sent free to 4 heateed station in the kingdom. in cases, 3s. 6d., 
5s. 6d., and 10s. }. 6d. each. 
WONDERFUL LIGHT.—The most brilliant 
and economical artificial light known is obtained from the STELLA 
LAMP. No smoke! No smoke! No danger! During 12 consecutive hours 
ah ig one penny. The secret of success arises from perfect com- 
bustion. If you.do not use gas, by all means put away candles, and 
~~ the STELLA LAMP. Price 1s, 3d. to 3 guineas ; office lamps from 


Depot, No 11, Oxford-street, adjoining the Star Brewery. 


IR W. BURNETT, Director-General of the Medical 
Department of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S BAKING 
POWDER in preference to every other, for the use of her Majesty's Navy, 
because it was more wholesome—more effective—would keep longer—and 
was in all respects superior to every other manufactured. ig testi- 
monials as to its superior excellence have also been received from the 
Queen’s Private Baker; Dr. Hassall, Analyst to the Lancet; Captain 
Allen Young, of the Arctic yacht “ Fox,” and other scientific men. Sold 
everywhere in Id., 2d., 4d., and 6d. packets; and Is., 2s. 6d., and 5s, 




















When you ask for Borwick’s Baking Powder, see that you get it, as 
complaints have been made of shopkeepers substituting worthless articles, 
made from inferior and inexpensive ingredients, because they are realiz- 
ing a iarger profit by them. 


60,000 DEATHS —— EVERY YEAR IN ENGLAND AND WALES 
CONSUMPTION ALONE. 

ZONIZED COD LIVER OIL has been proved, 

at the Hospital for Consumption, Brompton, London, to be the 

nearest approach to a specific yet found for this fatal disease. The pulse 

is lowered, a far more generous diet may be taken, and the general health 

thereby unmistakeably proved. See Royal Medical and Chirurgical 

Society's Transactions, Vol. 42, for 1859; lanes, July 9, 1859; Pharma- 
prerem Journal, August 1, 1859, &e. 

Prepared only by G. Borwicx, Sole Licensee, 21, Little Moorfields, 

London. Sold in 2s. 6d., 4s. 9d., and 9s. Bottles, by al! Druggists. 


OLLOWAY'S OINTMENT AND PILLS.— 
Colds, Influenza,—Until within a very few years these complaints 
were treated with lood-letting, blistering, a and emetics. Now, a more 
rational method of cure has been ad: y’s ointment and pills 
purify, heal, and strengthen. They neither weaken the body nor dis- 
concert the nervous system. Depletion, doubtless, arrested these diseases, 
but at the same time it took away nature’s means of restoration. Hollo- 
Yo Beng we on the contrary, while working the cure are laying nag 
foundation for perfect ecesys not only of the , but every 
Holloway’s preparations are also the best preservations against the w ole 
list of winter ailments. throw out impurities, preserve the vital 
principle from disease or lead it back to health. 


NOTHER CURE OF HOARSENESS BY DR. 
LOCOCK’S PULMONIC WAFERS. — ‘*‘ Dunkeld, N.B.— Ve 
lately I was troubled with Hoarseness, and for about a month could 














por box. » 20, Md., and Ie, 


y 
‘Sola by all druggists. Beware of counterfeits. 





ESTATE PLANS, &c. 


T. PETTIT & CO, 
LITHOGRAPHERS & GENERAL 
FRITH-STREET, SOHO-SQUARE, LONDON, 


EG to inform Solicitors, in London and the Pro- 
vinces, that they are prepared to execute every descri 
liamentary, Law, and General Printing and Lithography, 
despatch, including 
MAPS, PLANS OF ESTATES, RAILWAY PLAN WORK, BOOKS © 
REFERENCE FOR DEPOSIT. MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, B 
A large staff of competent workmen employed to execute all ¢ 
with celerity. 


TYLER AND COMPANY, 
(Late Goopcuap, TrtER, & Co.) 


ACCOUNTANTS, 
13,GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 

During a practice of twenty years, T. & Co. have had great ¢ 
in winding up Joint Stock Companies in Chancery; the investigation 
intricate and disputed accounts ; the liquidation estates under deeds of 
inspection, — and composition ; and the audit of the accounts 
public companies. : 

The management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act ui 
taken. Terms: moderate. 


VERCOATS.—Gentlemen about purchasing 
overcoats and Winter clothing oe a visit to PRI 

CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295. igh Holborn, vane’ 
will find for their inspection all te newest and most fashionable m 
made in every deseription of coats, cut on the most im) i 
and of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any other house in ‘to 
don, Also 1,000 — patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per 
usually charged 18s. 

...¥ ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of ti 


“The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fif 
doors west ot Chancery-lanc). 


AVE YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If so, 
should take them to PREW’S CLOTHING ESTABLIGH l 
the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select from the la 
stock of best styles of every description of boys’ and youths’ clo 4 as 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom 
B, PREW, Tailor, Hatter, Hosier, and General Ontfitter, the G : 
Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west i 
Chancery- lane), 


“JOHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS 1o Tm 
QUEEN, beg to recommend the ate ro and Sup d 
all purchasers of Choice 


Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice 
PERFUMERY. 
John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal 1 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate 
fume of exquisite fi +e 

John Gosnell & Cu.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice 
fashionable perfume 

Jobn Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very f < 
able and agreeable perfume 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER.” 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the torm of Portable Handkerchief Fens 
fumes in a neat case, which emits - pressure a jet of most ref t 
perfume. Price 1s. and 1s. 6d. eac 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly p 
— recommended for beautifying and promoting the arowen ail 
the Hair 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ 
Grease, &c., for the Hair. "4 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth « pearl-like whiteness, 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is. 

persons tra- 


in pots ; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of 
Manufactory, 1, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London. 

















velling, price 1s. 


LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 
removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, yey 
east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his 
and well-selected stock. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by E. yop & Co. why Patentees, and 








&e. clean, wa: dry, 
Geet & Borce, 12, bene, ,Cannon-street. 
wich-road. 


RELOAR’S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 


Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London. 
AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER . 


AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. vor De 
to damp, as to the Houses of Fertament, ipatioh 








F. G. TRESTRAIL & Se 19 & 20, Walbrook, Me" iy E.C.. 
Mannfactory—South London Works, 
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